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INTRODUCTION. 


I I ETHOUGH the abbott of 


OK 


He 


0 „. Infant-baptiſm doth not formally 

J 

end upon it's antiquity; yet 
a2 due conſideration of the latter 


may be ſubſervient to the former, ſo far as hy 


to diſpoſe an enquirer after truth, to examine 


the Queſtion with more freedom and candor, 
than F be expected from any perſons al- 


ready prepoſſeſſed with a groundleſs notion 


of the novelty of the thing. Such a notion, 
built upon a few miſtaken paſſages in ſome 


of the antient writers, ſeems to have laid the 
foundation of this whole controverſy at the 


firſt, and ever fince determined ſome con- 
ſcientious people, who had a laudable zeal 


for the Bible, as the rule of faith and prac- 
fice, to diſpute every inch of ground with 


ſo much pertinacity, and to try all the 


methods of evaſion to elude the force of e- 


verx 


| | 


ena to e it's nin againſt the 


chief and common objeftions, —— By the 


7 . authority bf Infant-baptiſm / every Proteſtant 


5 „33 in 5 1 


reader will underſtand ſuch ground” and 
2 for 1 * in e er, as wh UNICIEN 

Kit er er bapriſem ee e wy capitis, 

| egular adminiſtration of golpehordi- 

0 Nances, - to 7 who were baptized i in th Go 

4 ne The Paint, then, which wa now 
rapaſe to maintain, is his, viz. the laso- 

Hugh, or validity o Infant: baptiſm. For, 


_ though baptiſm, in che general, is a poſi- 


dive apd plais inftitution-of Chriſt; Vet, as 
he particular time of adminiſtring it is no 
where preciſely fixed: when therefore, or at 
What age perſons ordinarily thall be bap- 
HE. tied, this, we preſume, x a circumſtance 
Ert undetermined. Conſequently, they may | 
be rightly baptized at any age, even in their 
| . Y. * * ee. io. bapti- 
red, 


kel see Pede baptiim, and Pado-bapriſn Ae tn 
”_ to Dr „ Gill's Reply. | 


7 


8 0 V 5 
l have Jowful and cabs wapkitny:Be- 
cCauſe they are admitted to baptiſm accord. 

ing to the liberty and latitude allowed in the 
Goſpel, —As this Appears to have been 
the general ſenſe of antiquity [o]; fo, this 
| view of the Queſtio eaſily accounts for the 
different Opinions, that occaſionally aroſe in 
the primitive church, about the moſt pro- 
per and convenient time of adminiſtring 
baptiſm: Some ſuppoſing, that children 
ought not to be baptized before the erghth 


he had no doubt whether they ſhould be 


day, e. g. Fidus, an African biſhop (though _ I! 


baptized at all) [c]; others, that they migh | 


be baptized on any day after their birth, e. g. 
Cyprian, and a whole council of biſhops [d]; 
and others, that their baptiſm might be 


more conyeniently deferred till they were 


three years old, e. g. Gregory Nazianzen[e, | 


| and perhaps Tertullian [ 7. However, it 
was the prevailing opinion, that bepcin 
was ſo neceſſary for all, as that none ſhould 


be ſuffered to die without it. And upon 


this ground it is no difficult taſk, to recon- 


ctle the two laſt named writers with them 


ſelves, | 


#3} See Blake, anſwer to Tombes, OY 2. 


Le] Cyprian. Ep, ad Fidum. [4] Ibid. 
[e] Orat. 40. | /] Lib. de Baptiſmo. 


OW). 
Ktves; Shen they adviſe the ON of chit- 
dren's baptiſm, and yet allow, yea required, 
them to be baptized in caſe of danger 1 
Thus, it appears, they ſuppoſed,” that a dif- 
cretionary power was left with chriſtians, to 


order and determine the time of baptiſm, as 


they ſaw occaſion. So that, if they did not 
| Jook upon the baptiſm of children in their 
earlieſt infancy: to be neceſſary,' or expedient, 
in ordinary caſes; yet they held it lawful, 
and valid; nor, N. B. did they ever per- 
ſuade any perſons to be: re baptized,» who, 
(or becauſe they) had been baptized in 
their infancy. Tertullian himſelf ſays, that 
baptiſm is to de but once adminiſtred [#]- 


RR 


* x : | - 
* 5 7 1 
— j ry i Nr 2 Fl 


Fe] Ubifupra. This plainly is the meaning of that ex- 
"2 ceptive clauſe in Tertullian, fi non tam (or tamen) neceſſe. 
The not obſerving with a critical exactneſs how the word, 
_ aeceſſe, varies it's ſignification in this part of the ſentence, 
bath led ſome perſons to make nonſenſe of the paſlage. 
But, to ſay, what neceſſity is there, except in caſe of 
danger, (i. e. of death) is very intelligible. 

] Denuò ablui non licet. Tertullian de Pudecitia. * 
the ſame book, he-diſcovers it to be his opinion, that ſins, 
committed aer baptiſm, are unpardonable. Which, by 
the way, eaſily accounts for his adviſing the delay of 
baptiſm, not only in children, but in virgins, and widows, 
without ſuppoſing the baptiſm of any ſuch perſons to be 
a zovelty in his days: and indeed e is as much reaſon 
to . of the one as the other 


3 may: poſſibly 00 Alledged hat: ir "M 
kant. baptiſm is commanded, it muſt be neceſ- 
ry; and if it is not commanded, it muſt be 
unlawful. But this dilemma can give us no 
pain; ; for it is a mere fo biin. And the 
argument would prove too much, if any 
thing at all, vis. that every thing, every 
circumſtance in religion muſt be either neceſ, 
fary, or unlawful. For a ſolution, we judge 
I ſufficient to ay, That the particular ad 
| preciſe ; time of baptiſm is not the matter of |} 
any divine precept or appointment, (though 
baptiſm itſelf is ſo) but a circumſtance left 
undetermined in the chriſtian code. Should 
any one apply this reaſoning to the ordi- = 
nance of the Lord's Supper, 'the conſequence i 
wm not affect our argument, till the reaſons 
for [nfant-communion are diſproved [il. But 
the two caſes do not cem to us exactly 
parallel: Becauſe the nature of the ſolem- 
nities is different. For in the adminiſtra- 
tion of baptiſm. the baptizer i is: the agent, 
and the party baptized is paſfoe. But, in 
the celebration of the Lord's Supper, not 
only the adminiſtrator, but the recipient alſo 
is 


' 


[;] See Mr. James Peirce's Eſſay on this ſubject. 


2 


* vill I ad a i 
W | Far, as he ears and drinks.” {hc by 
Imfants cannot digeſt; fo, according to 
the very nature and deſign of that contme- 
morative Rite, he is to exerciſe his ander- 
| Panding, and memory, in diſcerning the 
Lord's body, &c. [#] actions, which Tofants 


| _ Eannot perform. As to the Jewiſh paſſover, . 


| which was alſo a memorial of another kind, 
if Infants partook of it (though this is mat- 
ter of difpute) no argument can be urged 
from thence in favour of Infant- communion, 
but what will condude more. FE for 


Infant-buptifm. 


1 See. er Hamer. Phan Serra 
1 50 


- proof. Sr. P. . hg. 


Sg r 


* 


T3 HD 2 
ay 


- oy 
YT; = \* — | — 
ere if. DIL \ on — a 

LY n 8 Q — 8 
EET IT _ DIE 
* CES. "TE 75 , _ PAR 1 N PI) » 
4 | Gam — 8 OP ko 
«*.# 2 I I CY 
1 — S of „ 2 * 8 
* fv } 
x * 1 by g 1 * 


4 „ R F a. 2? * a . k 
＋ * * f 5 % L , 0 
4 I v . * As 12 * # 2 
> * * 3 % - 1 2 N. 
- + 9. 88 W 3 4 7 x 2 ; 4 3 f * { 
7 y * »l b * ** t 6 97 
Y * 0 
A A . * ” 
; " . 
2 LY * 8 * 4 4. "6 2 2 It: 1 * * + 
* , * 1 8 ” A % y ; [ 13 4 
* * * : 
y 72 * 2 
| 3 * - " 8 : % 
e — 


=. * 
* I Sen * 5 4 2 +4 * 
| 8 8 8 H Z E "7 
* E 7 a þ 4 £ G 4 
3 . 8 . . 
> 855 


ks 


* a a 1 4 
8 * — 4 W " ;. — 
N 9 ; . ; A : 5 ATT 
5 5 - os . * A 5 & : F 3 > 
F 4 1 
1 & 'v * * 4 
: | 8 | E | O N D E 4 \ R | T 5 
y — * * , 
* "» 3 * < 22 = 1 2 0 
4 ur : « . * 
£ 4 - : : 2 8 3 . . 
5 4 - - 
— 0 1 ; 54 3 8% 4 1 
4 . 
i 


os * 
9 | J 
« * * . 
# * 8 . 
* 


. SECTION L 


The preview Pueſtion, concerning the perpetui- 
8 of” en benen. confudered. 5 


Hobo Pads boptifts and 
LTP Antipaedo-baptiſts © both are 
Ir generally agreed, that bap- 
iim eis a „landing ordinance 
Nof Chriſt ; yet, becauſe ſome 
N erſons have raiſed a ſcruple 
upon It Fed. it is not foreign to the ſub- 
ject in hand, to take that matter into conſi- 
deration. For, if baptiſm, that is to ſay, 


E water-baptiſm be ceaſed, then ſurely bap- 
B | oy tizing 


—_— 7 5 — ir 
r 


7 " 3 8 \ 


10 
b ble f 15 


* is che 1. e me, called 
Se, that water- baptifor o the 
baptiſm of the Spirit, and ſo, as they will 
have it, was ſuperſeded by it. But accord 
ing te this notion (for which there is not the 
leaſt foundation, in ſcripture, reaſon, or fact) 
water-baptiſm, which is plainly intended in 
the commiſſion [m], ceaſed in the Chriſtian 
church before it began, which is very abſurd. 
For, as the Chriſtian church did not com- 
mener till after the death &c. of Chriſt In]; 


| 241 8 OR Jeb. 1 
* 85 


ſeo his Apoſtles were not to execute their com- 


miſſion, before they had received the Holy 
Obe, which was the baptiſm of the Spirit [9]. 
Nor could they with any propriety baptize 
perſons in the name of—the Holy Ghoſt, be- 
fore the Holy Gbaſt was actually given. For, 
this form + baptiſm was a plain and public 
acknowledgment of that divine donation 5 
Hence that queſtion, which. St, Paw put to 
certain perſons, who ſaid. ie they had cw 
< heard that there was a Holy Ghoſt ,* 
* unto what then were 0 * le — 5 


Ping, 
oo - Prop. 12. fub flo. | 


1 
Xxviii, 19, 20. This mult meg ret 
one e | ng 


1 8 Vid. Pearfon. Led. i. in AQ. Apoſt. Op. Poſthum. 


) See Luk. xxiv. 49. Acts i. 8. Mat. iii. 11. Acts i. 5. 
[7] —inquem enim tingeret ?——infpiritum ſatu ? 
qui nondum a Patre deſcenderat in ecclefiam. Tertalling te 
Sapim. 
[9] Acts xix. 2. [7] ibid. ver. 3. 


if (ug 


W 4 U Ars 55 
very form of this baptiſm the gift. of the Ha- 

ty Ghoſt was recognized by the naming of Him. 
5 hen ee it is afterwards ad of the 
fame perſons, that they auer . in +. : 
t name of the. Lord e Bp 

meaning is, that they received 

tiſm, as contradiſting het from e br J 

tim, which they received before [u]. 
it ſeems. erg to. ſuppoſe, that 
they were baptized acco to the ſolemn 
form of baptiſm, preſcribe by Our Saviour, 
and referred 10 in the Apoltle's queſtion a- 

farefaid ; the ſame form of baptiſm, that 
Fuſtin Martyr alſo deſcribes,in his account of F 

the Primitive worſhip L. However, tis 
very evident, that the baptiſm of the Spirit 
Was actually ceceived, before water - baptiſm 
really began in the Chriſtian church: and 
therefore the former could not ſuperſede the 
latter, as is pretended.Beſides, did not St. 
Peter expreſsly order and direct thoſe very 
1 themſalnes FOR WAS, mh 1 


£4 8 
- 


| J Vid. Dr. Owen. Theolog. u%. 6. E 6. kes 
5 2 to T3 104. e N 


J Ads xix. 5. 
15 Fa Of the difference hewitt John's baptiſm, and the 
—_ of Chriſt, ſee Bp. Barnet on article 27. 


La ir n en Ae en, 2. 


. 

_ whohad received the Holy Ghoſt already [# 5? 
_ Nay, did he not openly Swing to the com- 
mon ſenſe and reaſon of all men for the juſt- 
neſs and propriety of the thing? Can any 
«man (ſays he['y},) forbitt "water, that theſe 
4 ſhould * not be baptized,” who- bade received 
he Holy Gholt, as well as we?” Thus 
then, the having received the baptiſm of the 
Hure, was ſo far from being thought any ob- 

ion againſt the uſe or application of waler- 
Baptiſm, that, on the contrary, it is urged 
as an unanſwerable argument for it, particu- 
larly in the caſe of certain gentiles, and ſo (to 
obviate that pretence) not in compliance with 
any Jeuiſb prejudices. Therefore, water- 
baptiſm was not ſuperſeded by the baptiſm 
of the Spirit, in the courſe and order of goſ- 
pel miniſtrations. For, we ſee; the Apoſtle 
Peter, (Who had the honour to receive the 
Leys of the kingdom of heaven [z], of of the 
Goſpel ſtate of” the church, that he might 
firſt open the door of faith, both 'to Jews and 
— Gentiles) admitted ſome perſons to baptiſm, 
Who were already baptized with the Holy 
Ghoſt ; as upon a former occaſion alſo he 
had directed others to be baptized, in order 
that they might receive the Holy Ghoſt Ca]. 
All which things are ſo clear and convincing 


to men of candor and ſenſe, that it is need- 
* * 


> o Y - 1 9 
1 #1 : by, * „ 
* 


6), AR. \ © ho 1. _ Ibid, ver. 47. 
Mat. xvi, $a Confer, Luk. xi. 5 z. Mat. n ' 
AR, XIV. 27. | ll Act. ii. 555 I 


( 13 ) | 
leſs to tile the RhiRde with 4 particular 
confutation of the "ſhallow and ſuperficial 
reaſons, with which Mr. Barclay vainly en- 
deayours* to ſoppont 8 3 1 2 
theſis, Alas: 

This hereſy of the Aniiwater-baphiſte- ap- 

_ pears to be more antient, than the e 
himſelf ſuppoſed. For, beſides the perſons, 
«who (as he ſays [5]): teſtified againſt wa- 
0 ter=baptiſm in thi darkeſt times of popery ;” 
Tertullian mentions ſe] one Quintilla, who 
declared againſt it in his time.— But, there is 
another hypotheſis, of a much later date and 
ſtanding, ſet up by Socinus, and eſpouſed by 
ſome others, that ſeem fond of novelties. 
(though novelties in religion are the worſt 
kind of rarities, and ſeldom attended with 
the beſt conſequences.) Theſe men ſuppoſe, 
Wat Chriſt took the rite of baptiſm from the 
Teras, vho are ſaid to have had a cuſtom of 
aptizing Proſelytes, with their children al- 
ready born, at their admiſſion into the Jew- 
iſh: church, as being unclean Gentiles: but 
their children, born afterwards, were not 
baptized; becauſe they were looked upon as 
N like native Jews themſelves. Now, 
| this ground it is concluded, that though 
Chrift inſtituted baptiſm, as the rite of ini- 
tiation into his church for all Chriſtian Pro- 
ſelytes and their children at the beginning; yet 
he di not intend it for the uſe of their Polke 


aj | if rity, 
0 nach Apol. Pos. Iz, SeR. 10. fe] — | 


ne 


Mix, 25 a ſtanding ordinance.— To which it 

may be replied, (1) In relation to Praſehue- Is 
Aan among the Jews ; chis is a point a- 
bout which uh the. learned; ate not agreed, at 


"SS. F# % .< 


leaſt as to the antiquity of it. Not only P@- 
dorbaptifts, bot Antipedo-baptiſts differ a- 
_ angſt. themſelues, and arc divided io their 
opinions upon this head JJ. It ſeems there- 
fore improper and icu prudent, to lay ſo much 
Kred, as to build an bypotheſis upon ſo un- 
certain à foundation. (2. 1 there 
was ſuch a practice among the Jews; it does 
not certainly Salle, "th that Chriſt took the 
Rite of baptiſa from them. For, the Gen- 
tiles alſo had their initivry Rites, and forms 
_ of Luſtration, both for children and others (e}. 
And, as the Chriſtian religion was framed and 
calculated for al nerions, in it's original con- 
Ritution'and deſign; It ſeems a more ratian- 
al  prelumption, that he would adopt his 
inſtitutions to the rites and uſages of the bulk 
of mankind, than to ſuppoſe that he ſnited 
them to the cuſtams of the one, ſmall, and 
dieſpiſed nation of the Jews alone. But (3+) 
ſuppoſe, Chriſt did take the rite of baptiſm 


| ach the ren 3 * es not, . he ex- 


12 Mr. ee, Aa hat „* ** miſt. on 
for it. gamen. p. 89. But others on the ſame fide of the 


| 1 trongly oppoſed it. See Gale's — b 


Tv Vid. Clem. Alexand. Strom. 1 Tertullian. de bap- 
ms. Macrob. Saturnal. lib. 1. P. 5 Dn * * 


Genial. Dier, lib. 2. cap. 25. 


— 
attly confortticd to their uſe of baptiſm in all 
points f f]. On the contrary, it is manifeſt, 
that he varied from it in one material circum- | 
ſtance, vis. by ordering native Jews them- 

_ - ſefves, as well as Gentffes, to be baptized at 
_ their admiſſion into the Chriſtian church [g]. 
Thus, Chrift clearly took away the gro 
of chat partial diſt inction, which A Fews 
made in their manner of adminiſtring bap- 
tifm ; as mentioned before. And is it rati- 
onal to think, that what he diſcountenanced 
in them, he would make a pattern, or prece- 
dent to his own church in the adminiſtration 
of baptifm ? Were not the Jes formerly an 
holy pecple, and the true church of God, as 
well as the Chriftians are now, under a diffe- 
rent diſpenſation? If then no prerogative of 
birth, or deſcent, exempted the former from 
Chriſtian baptiſm; ; what groundcan there be to 
plead ſuch an exemption for the poſterity of the 
latter ; Chrift having plainly fixed this ordr- 
nance upon ſuch a footing as is common to 
ſons of all pedigrees and deſcents, even all the 
children of Adam? (4. Though the after- born 
children of Jeiſb proſelytes were not baptiæ- 
cd, they were circumciſed after the manner 
of the Jeus; conformably wherennto the 
children of Chriſtian parents are to be baptiz- 


ed 


[/] See Dr. Benſon's ** to Mr. * 
the public worſhip of Chriſtians, chap. 5. ſect. 2. edit, 2d. 


gel. See Wall's hiſtory of eee Loupdudtion, 
de ze 


5 | < Nh | 
ed aun h all generations. For, in the or. 
der of the divine economy, where the Jew- 
| iſh circumciſion ended, Chriſtian baptiſm 
began as the ſacred rite of initiation into God's | 
(reformed) Ib Church: but with this Diffe- | 
_ TENcE in the Subjettt; that baptiſm 1 is of a lar-. 


ger extent in its uſe and application: For, 


t in-Chriſt Jeſus there is neither male nor fe- 
« male 8 (F.) There is not the leaſt inti- 
mation given, that baptiſm was only a Zempo- 
rary inſtitution ;. nor is there any ground to 
ſuppoſe. it from the nature and reaſon of the 
thing, fince the moral ends of baptiſm till 


remain [E], no leſs than thoſe of the Lords 


Supper, which is acknowledged to be a ſtand- 
ing ordinance in the church of Chriſt [I]. 
The pretence, that baptiſm was only a tem- 
porary.inſtitution, becauſe the. commiſſion to 
baptize was given by Chriſt to his Apoſtles, 
at the firſt aiſcipling of the nations, is without 
any. foundation. For the ſame Commiſſion : 
had been given to them, who were to be em- 
ployed in firſt planting the Chriſtian church, 
even ſuppoſing that baptizing as well as teach. 
ing, was to be a ſtanding ordinance. And 
indeed. there is the ſame reaſon to pretend, 
that reaching alſo was a temporary inſtitution ; 
becauſe i it is ee in the ſame commiſſi- | 
on 


[4] Heb. IX. 10. "70 Gal. iii. 28. 
"ow Vid. Limborch. Theolog Chriſt. lib. 5 cap. 68. 


© Cori as; 23.—26, 


( ö 
on [s]: But the Apoſtles, who received this 
commiſſion, did not underſtand, that the full 
and final execution of it was conſmed to them 
ſelves. For, as in the clofe of it Chriſt pro- 
miſed to be with them auuy, even to the end 
of the "world [#] (a promiſe which could 
not be verified in their own perſons abſtract- 
ly) fo, they provided for a ſucceſſion of gof- 
pel-minifters, by fixing ſtated paſtors in every 
church [o]. (6.) In the moſt pri mimue times 
none were admitted to the Lord's bat 
thoſe that were baptized fp}. But, furely, 
the deſcendents of 'Chriſtians-were admitted - 
to the Lord's Supper, aud ntly were 
baptized [9]. (7.) The novelty of this noti- 
on is no ſmall prejudice againſt it in a juſt and 
reaſonable account. For, ſo far as we can 
learn, it was never heard of in the Chriſtian 
world before the time of Socinus, that is, above 
1509 years after Chriſt, and appears to be a 
fond invention of his own, Whatever it was, 
that ſwayed him into this new opinion, and 
ſome others after him; whether it was a de- 
fire of aboliſhing the doctrine of the 7 rinith, 
as Dr. Wall gueſſed [7] : or, ſome diffike te 
the doctrine of original Sin, is others may 
ſuſpeQX; we > ſhall not take upon us to deter- 
8 mine. 


(m] Mat. xxvill. . 19, 20 L Ibid. = ON 
Le AR. xiv. 3. el Vid: . Martyr, apel. 2. 


[2] See Wall's Anſwer to Emlyn, Defence, &c. p. 34. ant 


Benſon, ubi ſupra. 
LI Hiſt. of Infant-baptiſm, Introduction, ſect. 3. 


C 
mine. But this we preſume to ſay, that for 
any perſons to be prejudiced againſt the conti- 


nuance of baptiſm on any ſuch accounts is 


very abſurd; "whether baptiſm, which is ac- 
knowledged. an inſtitution ef Chriſt, bath, or 
hath not, any real connexion with the ſaid 
doctrines. For, in the latter caſe, they be · 


tray great weakneſs; and in the former, they 


convict themſelves of hereſy.—Upon the 
Whole then, the authority of baptiſm, and 
conſequently of Infant. baptiſin (ſuppoſing it 
was practiſed at the beginning, which theſe 
writers allow according to their own hypo- 
theſis) as a perpetual and ſtanding rite in the 
' Chriſtian church, apparently reſts upon a ſuf- 
ficiently firm and n en, Wr 


SECTION II. 


No juſt objeion againſt Tnfant- baptiſu Fw 
tbe nature * che ME but the contrary. 


V the con \temptuous names and epithets, 
which are ſometimes given to Infant- 
baptiſm, (v. g. aby. baptiſm, childiſh baptiſm, 

_ childiſh 1 &c.) it ſhould ſeem that cer- 
tain perſons ry and would inſinuate, 
that the thing is too ridiculous, and abſurd in 

meu to have any place in a religious inſtituti- 
x But Why Infant-baptiſm ſhould be more 
aer of this honour than 18 circum- 


iow, 


riſon, we cannot imagine. And yet the lat- 
ter muſt be allowed to be a divine ordi- 
nance {s]. Will they ſay, (as they have ſome- 
times unadviſedly done [7], that Infant- 
HUM e 240 7 11115. ets 


355 F $3 . 


J.] Gen. xvii. 10, &c. AR. vii. 8. V. B. It does not ap- 
Pear, that God appointed circumcifion in compliance with any 
uch cuſtom amongſt the nations. Tis true; the Pagan writ- 
ers pretend that the Feaus derived it from the Zgyprians. (Vid. 
Herodot. lib. 2; Diodor. Sicul. lib. 1. Strabo, lib. 17. Oelſus, 
in Origen, lib. 1.) And this notion is ſo far favoured by ſome 
modern authors, as that they ſuppoſe Circumciſion was prac- 
tiſed in Egypt before it was uſed in Abrahams family. (Vid. 
Marſham, Canon. chronic. p. 72, 207. Edit. Lipſ. J. Cleric, 
comment. in Gen. xvii, Bp. Cumberland Sanchoniatho, 
p. 150.) But other learned men think with more reaſon that 
Abraham was the firſt perſon in the world that was circumciſed; 
Vid Euſeb. de Præp. evangelic. lib. 7, cap. 8 G. J. Voſl, 
iſt, idolat. lib. 1. cap. 30. Huet Quæſt. Alnetan. lib. 1. 
cap. 12. fe. 17. Bp. Patrick's Comment. in Gen. xvii. 11, 
&c.) For, it is eaſy to conceive that the Egyptians themſelves 
2 derive circumcifion from one branch or other of his fa- 
mily.” (See Revelation examined with candour) Nor is it hard 
to gijeſs from what branch it was ſo derived, if the Egyptians 
circumeiſed their children at 14 years of age, according to the 
teſtimony of St. Ambroſe, (de Abrahamo, lib 2.) alledged by 
ſundry authors, and not controverted by any, ſo far as we have 
ſeen: (Vid, Marſham. can. chronic. p. 175, &c. Bochart P 
vol. III. col. 1122. Spencer de "Ne Hebr.-p. 59 edit. fol.) 
For this was near the Age, that the poſterity of Iſmael cir- 
cumciſed their children. (Vid. Joſeph. J. Antiq. lib, 1. Ori- 
gen. Philocalia, cap. 23.) And as they ſettled upon the borders 
of Egypt, Gen. xxv. 18. this might give them an opportunity 
to introduce circumciſion amongſt the Egyptians, eſpecially if 
they were the famous Shepherds that inyadedthem: (Vid. 
Joſeph. cont. Apion, lib. 1.) and ſome took them for Arabians. 
This hint may be of ſome uſe in chronolagy. But the chief de- 


ſign of this note is to ſupport the dignity of circumciſion, as 
originally from heaven; which will excuſe the length of it 
with every curious and candid rèader. 
44 10 See Keach, anſwer to Owen, p. 84. Burroughs's two 
diſcourſes relating to poſitive inſtitutions, | p. 42. 


church. menberferp, 1 e * | 
baptiſm, is top carnal a thing, to ſuit the /þi- 
ritual nature of the Chriſtian church? Then, 
according to their principles, either the chure 
of Chriſt upon earth. i is more {| piritual, pure, 
and perfect, in its frame and conſtitution, 
than the church in heaven; or infants are no 
members of the latter !—Circumcifion indeed 
Jeft a mark.in the fleſh of an infant, which 
baptiſiri does not; and good reaſon there is 
why it ſhould not. For, « 2s circumtiſion 
waz a-mark in the fleſh, it appears to bave 
4 been of 2 political nature, and deſigned as 
*© 2 token to mark and diſtinguich the Jews 
_ & from all other nations. But under the 
* goſpel ſuch a national diſtinction is remov- 
. ed, and therefore it is neither neceſſary, 
* 12 roper that there ſhould be any laſting 
„ 
66: n the goſpel is to be prea 
” 72 5 all nations, Cc. e Bei- 
ther doth Adult. baptiſm leave any mark in the 
fleſh; and yet who will cenſure of revile it on 
this account?—Beſfides, when the 1/ae/ites 
_ grew up; that the mark of circumciſion Was 
not natural but artificial, and applied as 
us rite, how did they know ? By the 
inforniation of others only, confirmed by 
their own obſervation in ſeeing infants circum- 
eiſed every day. Now, the fame F N 
_y om Chriltian-man a of his « . 


tim, 


BT 8 

ſin, though adminiſtred-in his infancy [v}.— | 
Moreover, is baptiſm a /gnificant rite ? 80 
was circumciſion (ul. And yet a Jewiſh in- 
fant knew no more of its ſignification, than 
any Chriſtian infant underſtands of his baptiſm, 
Further yet; is baptiſm a profeſſion of the 
Cbriſtian religion, or a rite of initiation into 
it? So was circumciſion. a rite of initiation 
into the Jewiſh religion: and yet it was ad- 
miniſtred not only to the adult, but to infants 
by divine appointment. If baptiſm be, as 
ſome repreſent it, an engaging ſign; there 
can be no abſurdity in applying it to infants: 
for ſuch a fign alſo was circumciſion [x}. . 
Therefore the baptiſm of infants, conſidered 
abſtractly in itſelf, appears noways unworthy | 
to have a place in a religious inſtitution. If 
it be ſaid, the ſame thing may be urged in 
behalf of Chriſm, &c. the anſwer. is, that it 
is not fair to put theſe things upon a /eve/; 
for the caſes are a joke parallel. In the one 
< caſe, only the ſubjec? is the matter in queſ- 
* tion; in the other the very thing them- 
1 ſelves .“ The uſe of bapdim is allowed 
to be a divine appointment. And when it 
ſhall be proved that the uſe of Chriſin, &c. 
11 is A d v. men, for the n as the 

e 


[v] See Hollingworth, Catechit catechized, p- . Wille 
Anſwer to Danverſe, chap. 3. p. 240. | 
[ww] Rom. ii. 28, 29. iv. 11. 

[x] Gal. v. 3. See Keach, ubi ſupra, p. e 4 
[.y] See Pædo baptiſm, p. 52, 53. 


1 
| Anti pædo- bape ts acknowledge baptiſm to 
be; then, and not before, may erg argy® 
from the one to the other. 
Thus far we have reaſoned the caſe from 
the nature of the two religious rites, circum- 
cifion and baptiſm, compared together; with- 
out inſiſting at ' preſent, hat, or enquiring 
bow; the one ſucceeded in the room of the 
4 other. But, laying aſide this compariſon, let 
us now take a view of Chriſtian- baptiſm by 


Itſelf}; and fee whether there is any thing in 


its true and proper notion, which can render 
it unapplicable to infants, What then is bap- 
tiſm as to the ſubject but an ordinance of de- 


1 dication* ? as Mr. David Rees, an eminent an- 


ti-pzdo-baptiſt, acknowledges 21. This 
notion of Chriftian-baptiſm (which is the mat- 
ter under conſideration) naturally ariſes from 
the manner of St. Pauls putting that queſtion 
to the factious Corinthians, ſplit into different 
parties [4] Were ye baptized in the. name of 
Paul? The ſame notion is confirmed by his 
ſaying [), I thank God that ] baptized none of 
you; but Criſpus, and Gaius, leſt any ſhould ſay 
that' I had baptized i in my own name. This 
he ſaid, not in diſparagement of baptiſm, but 
| becauſe they had accidentally made fuch an ill 
uſe of it; and ſome amongſt them had ſet him 
up for the head of a party. Since therefore 
things bad fallen out ſo 3 ; St. Paul 
Was 


* Anſwer to Walker, ge. v. 726. | 
a] 1 Cor. i. x2, 13. *[5] Thid: ver. 15. 


1 


Was very glad, and thankful, that he had 
given his enemies ſo little handle to acouſe him 


of making à party to himſelf, and devoted to 
his own intereſt, This he calls baptizing in 
bis own name. And thus his words plainly 
repreſent baptiſm, as an ordinance of dedica- 


tion. This notion of Chriſtian-baptiſm he 


ſuggeſts alſo upon another occaſion e]; when 


he ſpeaks of Chriſt « ſanRifying his church 


by the waſving of water, &c. For, ſanc- 

tification commonly ſignifies, in ſcripture, a 
dedication, or conſecration of perſons or things 
to a ſacred uſe. Thus, v. g. the altar is ſaid 


to ſanctiſy the gift [d]: Becauſe the gift, by 
being laid upon the altar, became a ſacred. 
oblation, and ſo was a thing dedicated to God. 


In like manner baptized perſons are properly 
faid to he ſanctified by the water of baptiſm, 
in as much as they are dedicated to God by this 
ſacred and ſolemn rite, Now, according to 


this notion of baptiſm, and conſidering it as 


an ordinance of dedication ſel, there is nothing 
in the nature of the thing to render the baptiſm 
of infants an unreaſonable ſervice, much leſs 
ridiculous and abſurd ; if infants are capable 
of being dedicated to God, which, we pre- 
fume, none will deny. And in truth, what 
ir the 1 e meaning and import of that ſo- 


lemnm 


(9 Eph. v. 26. [4] Mat. xxiii. 19. 


[-] This notion of baptiſm is fixed on, as being not only 


en but applicable to all ſorts of perſons, W 2 


deſcendents of Chriſtians, or new converts. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


1 

aptii xpreſcribed byChriſt L/]. 
8 ore in the primitive church, as was 
22 0:2. ö Baptizing them in the 
game of the Father, and of the Son, and 
4 Holy Ghoſt?” What doth this 
nean or fi , according to St. Pauls no- 
ton of being baptized in the name of any one? 


but a ſolemn dadiontion of the party baptized 


and infants are capab 
SG od, there is no 


to the ſervice of God, under that religious in- 
ſtitution, which God the Father publiſhed to 
the world by Chriſt his Son, and which was 
divinely confirmed by the Holy Ghoſt. Fhere- 
fore, as baptiſm. is a ſacred rite of dedication, 
le of being dedicated' to 
| thing in the nature of the 
thing to render it improper for infants; efpe- 
cially if Infant baptiſm bath an apt tendency 
to anfwer any valuable ends and gens of 

| religion. ot 
It is taken ame char in che nature 
and reaſon oſ things there is juſt ground for di- 
ſtinguiſhing betwixt poſitive and moral duties. 
For, even thoſe, that would reſolve al moral 
obligation into the wrll of God, add this re- 
ſtriction, as determined by his moral. per fecti- 
one [g). Thus, they ſuppoſe moral perfrcti. 
aus, and moral properties, diſtintt from the 
will of God, indepenuent on it; what deter- 
mine it, and ſo are not determined by it. 
-4'3 But 


Mat. xxviii, 19. | 
| th See Dr. Gill's refleRtions on Mr, 8. Chandlers Refors 
mation Sermon. a 


| '(/8-) _ 
Bat then, as alt divine inſtitutions are the p- 
pointments of divine wiſdom; it is moft ra- 
tional to think, that they are well choſen, and 
_ wiſely calculated, to anſwer ſome excellent 
and uſeful ends. Therefore Chriftian- baptiſm 
itfelf, though a poſitive rite, muſt be ſuppoi - 
ed to have its Lan ends and uſes. Let u 
then modeſtly enquire whether baptiſm, as 
applied to infants, hath not an apparent fit- 
_ neſs, aptitude and tendency to ſerve fornie 
worthy purpoſes of religion. Now, that it 
hath ſo, ſeems very eaſy to conceive in the 
l following views, without indulging an _ 
vagant fancy. 
(t.) Wich reſpect to God himſelf; as an 
aptly expreflive ga and toben, nat only of his 
claim, but of his ſavour to infants. And coli 
fidering the human race, as related to a f/f, 
and a ſecond Adam, according to St. Pass 
account [h], which' we cannot but prefer to 
any modern hypotheſes ; ſuch a token and 
ſignification of the divine regards to poor in- 
fants, and of their concern with a Redeemer, 
appears very worthy the Farther of mercies, 


| who hath made the moſt ample diſcoveries 


of his love and grace fo the children of men 
* the Chriſtian diſpenſation. 

With relation to Chriſtian parents. 
Doch it not miniſter great comfort to them, 
when they ſee fo much notice taken of their 


dear infants, * or ching, in a diſpenſa - 
D I tion 


[3] Ni, — x Cor. . 2th wk 


| (26 ) 
tion of merey to a lapſed world? Belides, by 
| conſenting 1 to. their children” 's baptiſm, and con- 
curring in it, they make that ſolemn profeſ- 
ion of Chriſtianity, and lay themſelves un- 
der thoſe voluntary engagements, which have 
2 bappy tendency do impreſs their own ſouls 
With a more lively ſenſe of religion, and there- 
by excite them to act a part worthy of the 
Chriſtian name and character, particularly 
towards their children. 55 E 
165 In reference to their children, ho 
e benefited by their baptiſm. That 
Chriſt hath a % fing for infants, we may aſ- 
ſuredly conclude 5 om his faking them up in 
bus arms, and bleſſing them, upon a certain 
occaſion 1% And if it is rational to recom- 
mend infants to God by prayer; why is it im- 
proper, in the nature of the thing, to dedi- 
cate them to God by baptiſm ? And why may 
not a divine bleſſing be as likely to attend the 
one action, as the other; though the infants 


themſelves are equally ignorant of both; and 


can no more join in the pious recommendation, 
than concur in the baptiſmal dedication? Be. 
fades, the part, which the parents are ſup- 
poſed i to act in this affair, hath a tenden- 
cy to ſecure their beſt affeftions and regards 
to their children, ſtrongly prompting them to 
bring them up in the nurture and admonition of 


the Lord. For after ſuch a ſolemn tranſac- 


a, they muſt look upon the young crea: 
tures, 


0 „ 16. Lake ii. 15. 
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Cu) 
tures, as devoted things, as conſecrated things, 


whom they themſelves, by defiring their 


baptiſm, have given up to God. And there- 


| fore, (not to mention here the particular en- 


gagements which the ponſors enter into up- 
on the occaſion,) they can no more neglect 
the religious education of their children, 
than a perſon could alienate a ſacred ob- 
lation from God, without being guilty of 
ſacriledge.— To Which add, as children grow 
up, the frequent ſceing of other Infants bap- 
tized, hath an apt tendency to affect their 
tender minds, in the reflection, with the 
ſolemnity of their own baptiſmal dedication 
to God, and fo inſpire them with an early 


ſenſe of religion, and a proper concern to 


act ſuitably to the divine deſtination in caſt- 


ing their lot under the ſacred miniſtrations 


or the Goſpel. 
(A.) With regard to the honour and credit 
of chriſtianity. It is the glory of the Goſ- 
pel, that it is a full and final revelation of 
the grace of God. If then the grace of . 
God at all extends to Infants; it ſeems very 
congruous and agreeable to the nature and 
genius of this ſalutary diſpenſation, that there 
ſhould be ſome appointed gn and token of 
it in the chriſtian church. And what fo 


proper as baptiſm ? Beſides, as other re- 
ligions had their ſacred rites for Infants; | 


would not the chriſtian religion, without 


ſome thing of that kind, have appeared in 
D2 "Ws 


* 


38 tion? Nay, would not chri 


” 0 1 

the eyes of the world an zmperfe -inſtitu- . 
anity have 
been thought an unnatural religion, if it bad 
cauſed fo great a ſeparation betwixt parents 


_and children, as only to admit the former 


ina, and excommunicate the latter frum, 
the viſible church of God? Nature, (ſays 
« Mr. Baxter [#]) hath actually taught moſt 
«© people on earth, fo far as I can learn, to 
* repute their Infants i in the ſame rebigous 
5 3 4 with themſelves, as well as in the 
2 ; Foone civil ſociety.” — There is one circum- 
which may deſerve ſome little notice, 
4/8. That as the Jews named their children 
\ © at the time of their circumciſion Il); ſo the 
 Heathens gave names to their children at 
tze time of their luftration [a]; in like 
manner as it is uſual with chriſtians to men- 
tion the names of their children at the time 
of Aaptiſn. This co of ouſtoms is 
ſomewhat remarkable, and ſeems to have 2 
9 that ſain ovens of . 


| 7 Mare proofs of Infants ; 


P. 112. 


See Luk. i. i, Kio. 

Tx] Eft autem dies J/uyfricas, quo infantes FE TIN et 
geen actipiunt. Macrob. Saturnal, hb. 2. cap. 16. Mari- 
bus qui nano die 1 in lucem editi fuiſſent, feminis 
vero oftavo, _ t, nonmnquam ſeptimo, qui 
dies Afri nomen ha —Ab Aitbenienſibus vero, et omni 
fere Greaa, decimo a natali die infanti nomen inpponere ſer. 
vatum eſt. Alex ab. Alex. Genial. Dier. A. 2. cap. 25. 
In primo infantum 'baptiſmate imponitur nomen. Hyde, 
| Relig. Vet. 9 Cap. 28, Confer. cap. * 


(629) 

mon s heptivies Lafants, ts T 

agrecable to the comm s and appre- 

| a general agreement in 2 circumſtance fo 
; mie. : 

Upon the whole chen it is maria; that 
no reaſonable objection lieth againſt Infant- 
baptiſm from the nature of the ching itſelf; 
but the contrary. For, it plainly is of 
| Rite A8 Hebrews; Greeks, and Romans, even 

all the world, would naturally approve, as 


- Yum 3 e 


SECTION m. 


Tic agu. 9m want en Example | 


I H18 js one . 

nw - medo-boptifts,. e. * That there is 
= « "no gen, or example, in Scripture, of 
ce baptizing Infants ; hut frequent. mention 
< is — of ;haptizing — or the 
c Adult.” To ALE the anſwer is as 
follows, - 5% 
..) Believers, or Adult perſons were of 
courſe to be baptized at the firſt adminiſtra- 
tion of baptiſm, as a rite of the ch 
church; ſuppoſing, that Infants alſo were 
to be, and actually were admitted to bap# 
tiſm. For, as circumciſion was introduced 
into Abrabam 5 family upon the 9 of 


. 
: 
* 
: 
* 
- 
- 


( 
bie faith ſz]: fo chriſtian-baptiſin could not 
be regularly introduced into any families 
without being firſt adminiſtred to their be- 
lieving heads and governors; at the time of 
the firſt inſtitution and adminiſtration of 
"theſe different rites reſpeRively. Therefore 


965 _ how numerous ſoever the examples of Be- 


levers, or Adult-baptiſm, are in the hiſtory 
of the firſt planting of the chriſtian church, 
when chriſtian-baptiſm was a new thing; 
this is no diſproof at all of Infant-baptiſm 
in thoſe days, (though it may look very 
plauſible in To eyes of the vulgar, and is 
apt enough to impoſe upon their weak un- 
derſtandings from a partial view of things, 
and not attending to all the circumſtances of 
the caſe). For, thoſe examples of Adult- 
* baptiſm had been as numerous, as they are, 
for the reaſon aforeſaid, even upon the ſup- 


Poſition, that Infants alſo were baptized at 


that. time; and ſo can be no proof of the 
contrary. | And though ſome people would 

lay ſo much ſtreſs upon that circumſtance, 
as if it was little leſs than demonſtration ; it 
- ſhould be conſidered, that not one of all thoſe | 
Inſtances relates to perſons, whoſe. parents 
were chriſtians, or members of the chriſtian 
church, at the time of their birth. Con- 
ſequently their being baptized” at Adult age 

no argument, that the Infants of baptized 


chriſtians were not baptized themſelves. But 
of 


bt Se Foto bp, 1 1% 


(3) 
of all the examples af Adult-baptiſm record- 
ed in the New Teſtament, none is common- 
| ly produced with greater pomp, nor yet. any 
one urged with more. impertinency, than 
that of the Eunuch [0]. As if the baptizing 
not only of a neu, but a childlſs convert, an 
Eunuch, was any proof that the Infants of 
chriſtian converts and believers were not 
baptized, 1 in thoſe days! 

(2.) The Scripture ſpeaks of whole Houſe | 
holds being baptized together [p]. Therefore 
the children, . Infants and others, were bap- 
tized along with the reſt,, if any ſuch wete 
in thoſe, families; and the contrary cannot 
be proved. But, we are told by a dignified 


writer [q], © They ought not to put it upon 


« us to prove the negative, to prove that 
te there were none, this is unfair.“ Well, 
we will then be ſo fair, as only to put it up- 
on them to prove, if they can, this affirma- 
ive, VIS, That all the members of thoſe 
baptized houſeholds were Adult - perſons. 
And this we may demand, without any un- 
fairneſs, from them, who lay the whole 
ſtreſs of their argument upon it; and -there- 
fore ought not to take the thing for granted . 
without proof; ſuch plain proof, as they are 
wont to inſiſt upon themſelves. In theſe 
baptized: Honleholds 1 it is Poſh Fe, there wi 1 
i ks 


bo Act. viii. 2739. 
[ "oxy 8 8 34+ xviii. 8, et. 2610 
17] Dr ivine Right of Infant bal examine, 


1 1 
2 


Sc. p. * 


[ 1 no man can = conan the con- 
trary. Nay, more; it feems highly probable, 
as Lace or thefe families; £ — as in 
the: families of the ' Shechemites, when all 
their males were circumciſed [y], and con- 
ſequently their male- Infants; although In- 
fants are expreſsly named in neither caſe. 

For it is obſervable, that in ſome of the in- 
ſtances referred to, the whole houſe is ſaid 
to believe [sl. But in others, nothing is faid, 
of hinted, that the whole houſe believed, 
but that the head of the family believing, 
they were all baptized [tl. This diſtinction 
dieſerves ſome attention in an argument, 
formed upon plain ſcripture language. For, 
2s it is very ſuppoſable, that there might be 
young children and minors in ſome families, 
ad none but grows perſons in others; ſo, if 
| there was not this difference in thoſe bap- 
tized houſeholds ; let them, that ſay ſo, ac- 
count for the different manner of expreſſion, 
uſed by the ſacred Hiſtorian in ſpeaking of 
them. Will they affirm, that al the mem- 
bers, e.g. of Lids family were Adult- 
1 and believers ; though the hiſtory 
len about it? Let them judge then of 
' the force of their own argument from the 
fitrce of Scripture concerning the 15 


I 


C5) Gen. xxxiv. a £4. 
A. i. 34. Wil. 8. 
Le Ad. xvi. 15. 


— — Heve not we as — 4 | 

right to aſſert bis fact, as they can have to 
maintain the other, without expreſs 
mention of it in Scripture ul? Bus. it is 
urged u, “ As for Lydia, it is not certain, 
in what ſtate of life ſhe was, Fe. Nom, 
if do, (io join iſſus here) then ſhe might be 
a fe, or a widem, and ſhe — 
_ children, yea little cluldren. Nor is it rational 
to think, that ſhe would: have kept. houſe, ag 
ſhe did, at Philippi N where ſhe had her 
family with her [y]; and leave her children 


at Thyatira, fran whence ſhe. came; br 


not as a travelling pedlar to ſell her purple 
at the fair, which is all fiction; for, could 
the not be a ſeller of purple, and yet a G-. 
keeper, as ſhe plainly was an bouſe-keeper 2 
It is ſaid indeed, that ſhe was, a women of 


Thyatzxa. But, to argue and conclude from 5 


hence, that this city, and not Philippi, 
&< was.now the place of her uſual reſidence, 
and ſtated abode; This way of reafon- 
ing, which many n uſed Lal, is falſe 
criticiſm. For, —.— are ſaid in Scripture 
to be of ſuch, or fuch a place, to denote the 
place where they were born, or brought WP, 

iſs See Walker's modeſt Plea, He. ch. 30. 'Þ 27. 5 


| Dr. Gill. ubi ſupra. - 
bs AR. xvi. 15. [ 71 Ibid. 


[=] See Keach, anſwer to Burkit, p. 125. Stenuet, | 
anſwer to Ruſſep, p. 31. Rees, anſwyer to „Walker, p- 


35» Sc, | ; 1 


* 


* M 


3 they” had Crete chicks. +> i from 


though | 


Figinally- 


and ſe in ſome other town or 


couttry. Thus e. g. Mnafen, an old Diſ- 


eiple, is ſaid to 45 of Gprus; and yet he 


led, and kept houſe a t Jeruſalem — And 
thus again (to mention a moſt illuſtrious 
inſtance) our bleſſed Saviour himſelf is com- 


_ monly called Jeſus of Nazareth; (the very 


inſcription'upon his croſs [5]!) though, leav- 


ing Fre where be bad been brought up 


fe], le came and dwelt at Capernaum [d]. 
Therefore, laying all circumſtances together, 


there is not the leaſt ground to conelude any 
other; but that Philippi was the place of 


her ſettled habitation, at the time of Lydia's 


embracing the Chriſtian faith in that city; 
in conſequence of which not only ſhe her- 
felf,” but her houſehold alſo was #4aprtized, 
though not # ſyllable is ſaid of her houſehold 


beheving. As ſhe is called a worſhipper of 
God e], ſhe appears to have been a devout 


Gentile; and, knowing it to be the cuſtom 
of the Jewiſh church to receive Proſelytes 


together with their children, this eaſily ac- 
counts for it, that ſhe deſired her houſehold 
might be baptized with herſelf, and had her 


deſire _—_ 1 all, though we inſiſt 
N Apon 


cel AR. xi. 16. Vid. Knatchbull, in loc. 
£63 Joh."xix. 19. «+ [e] Luk. iv. 16. 
[4] Mat. iv. 13. | 02 Act. xvi. 14. 


* 


* . 
- „ - 
* # * > 


| 9 — 5 Sa — of 
her family were Adult=<perſons, or bel ; 


yet, that there were none ſuch beſides herſelf, ; 
we neither prefurne” to Ay, _ are obliged ; 


| by our argument to maintain. 
3.) There are ſome! texts t Scripture, 
that ſeem to prove, directly or conſequential- 


ly, that Infants were baptized in the Apoſtles 


days. St. Paul was blamed for teaching 


*. the Jewr, which were among the Gentiles, 
that they ought not to circumciſe their chil 
91 dren” [JJ]. And would he not have been 
blamed ſtill more, if he had not ordered their 
children to be baptized, but left them entire · 
ly deſtitute of any thing to ſupply the room 
of circumciſion? As na ceaſed to 
c be an ordinance of God at the ee 5 


4 Chriſt, according to Mr. Ress g; 80 


Chriſtian baptiſm (that is, baptiſm as ain: 
niſtered in the Chriſtian church, which com- 
menced after the death of Chriſt) ſucceeded 
the Jeans circumciſion in the order of the 
divine oeconomy. And it is matter of ſpecial 


obſervation, that oe main ground of St. Pauls 


oppoſing the continuance of circumciſion was 
the ſufficiency of baptiſm without it. For, 
ſpeaking of Chriſt, he tells the Coloſſians b], 


And ye are complete i in him, which is the 


15 . 97 all . ne and power. In 


ce ohom 


AR; x. W Anſwer to Walker, Au 
ov [+] Coloſſ. = _ 4. ; g & 4: | 


OE ARC WENT SAT II EEE — — 


— — — e fleſ by the circum. 
 $\-er66n-0f brit Buried” with him in 
F 2 Nc. In theſe words, —— the 


head of all 2 and poumr, 1 
See aden or at ted an ap t correſpa tler * 


wal — R ths — hon 3 the 


: mor 2 


1 — for having cer 


_ ondinance of Chriſtian» baptiſm i]: All pw 
Kan — Car aud an earth.” 
And thus, the Apaſtle's diſcourſe implies, that 
finee Chriſt by the fulneſs of his authority did 
ppoint circumciſſon, but haptiſm to be uſed 
in his church ; therefore, by having the ar- 
ter 8 were complete, — the for- 
It is plain then, that St. Paw oppoſed 
— — of eircumeiſion pen chi 
groupd- and foundation, vis. That baptiſm 
was fufficient without — 
ani ſo gendered it unneceſſary for the diſcipl 
_ of Qhrift to be circumciſed after the manner 
Migſen fül. Therefore thoſe, whom St. 
feu, were 
. But, it is ſaid, hewes not for-hav- 
ing che cbildren of the convert cms among 
4 _— Gentiles circumciſed: Therefore ſuch 
 childrenj{and by parity r 
were ba and baptized in their in 
@therwiſ, they. had nothing to ſapply. the 
want of circumciſion, 2 to render it 


= Mat, 3 xvii, =P e) Acts XV. 1. 


f *. 
rd 


Meru [& 


1 — — ae 


and women to cohabit-with their Soren 
 hn$bands and ET — ace | 


—— 


vin —————— 00 
f erte children unclean, but nom ure they 
Buy. An invincible a 
% worthy: man (m, for Pæuo- bupti u. 


And ſuch probably it would appear upon fight 


to any one, that vie wed it with an unprejudiced 


the learned Knatchbull's account of this'p 


tage? Elſe, unleſs one of the — fi 


© a believer, your children were uncl 
that is, remain heathen, as the childi 


that parent, that was xx4ro; dy105, called a 


2 2 e men, were re 


merely in a civil, but in an eu- 


cleſiatical lenſe; and if by ithis term the Apo- 
ſtle had meant the fame-with legitimate, he 
* er 2 0 to ex- 

preſs 


13 1 Cor. vii. 14. 


[i] Lncreaſe Mather — ths ſubjotfve 1 


m. p. 18 
f=] Sir N. Knatehbull in loc. confer. IF ; Hammond. 
Quere 4+ ſec, . | 


roument (p. 


eye. For, what can be more natural, than 


— — —— — — — 


this — — — — to — 
their legitimacy, the Antipædb · baptiſti involve 
themſelves in inextricable difficulties; as ſun- 
dry writers have ſhewed l. As for that 
en phraſe. of a woman's ſan#tifying ber- 
| Se te 4 man, to ſignify her becoming” bis 
© wife [9];" this is not parallel — — 
_ expreflion,” when he. ſpeaks of an unbeliever 
being ſanctified 2 in) the believer. For, 
he plainly intends ſuch a ſanctification, as doth 
not reſult from the relation betwixt husband 
and wife as ſucb; but only as the one is a be- 
liever, and ſo the inſtrument of ſanctifying the 
other, to the end of producing an vu ſeed. 
| Belides, if the word, ſan&:fied, here ſignifies 
the-being eſpouſed or married; St. Paul told 
them nothing, but what they knew before. 
For, chis is the very caſe ſuppoſed in calling 
them husband and wife; and ſo they could have 
nodoubt about it, nor therefore could they queſ- 
tion the git imacy of their iſſue. On the other 
hand, if they were ſatisfied of the legitimacy of 
hildren(as the form of the Apoſtle's argu- 
ment would imply, according to this conſtruc- 
tion of his words) how could they doubt, or 
want to be reſolved about (the ci vi) lawfulneſs 


— marriage or cohabitation ? In ſhore; 
| ne. 


10 ge Whitby in loc. 


. [8] See Marſhall's Anſwer to Tombes, p. 145, kee. Blake's 
ditto. chap. 7. Wills. Anſwer to Danverſe, P 2. 162, ec. 
Dr. Featley's Dippers dipped, p. 36, 7m. 

l] See Dr. Gill. comment. in loc. 


Aa» Re 
it then union, e n. 
one — be — the remote ground of 


this Janttification, the Apoſtle ſpeaks of; 9 
the proximate cauſe, and the 5 reaſon 


it manifeſtly is, one of the parties being ' 
chriſtian believer. - For, if lowful wedlock were 


all that is intended by-it; the bhelieuer might 
as well have been — ſanctified by the 
unbeliever, as vice verſd; as bath been often 


alledged, but to no purpoſe, for the convicti- 
on of thoſe good men, who having once im- 


bibed a falſe notion of the novelty of Infant- 


baptiſm, think themſelves obliged (as they 
certainly are, ſo long as that 7s their notion) 


to ſtrain any text to any ſenſe, and to e 


any inter pretation, however forced eee = : Y 
tural, rather than admit ſuch a —— 


as militates with their own preconceived o 
nion. But to us, who labour under no feb 
prejudice, and can with an unbiaſſed mind 


attend to the current ſenſe, and the native 
force of ſcriptute- language, the words of St. 


Paul before us appear to imply the church- 
memberſhip, and conſequently the baptiſm of 


| believers children fo ſtrongly, as that we are 


entirely ſatisfied with this proof of the fad, 
een e an * | 


Apoltle meant their baptiſm itſelf, Tertullian gloſſing upon 
his words underſtands, a holineſs by the prerogative of birth, 
and. "9-4 the 2 of * N of ae 


(4) The 


= By the . of TE Wai 3 children . 5 


* 


of their oum practice in ing 
| 1 — —.— | 


| Se At | if they. exnnot; then 


febves,” that —— — not 
baptized" at all, and fo yieid the point to the 
adorns, or take it evaded — wore | 


22 P 
Silence g feripture to be no diſproof of their 
„. amr nnen | rw" ag 

een argument, ag Kit had a 3 
foundation than it really hath, may be foca- 
2 retoried © je eee un ſome 


of mn ae e by birt ; eee «help 
by baprifm, as he explains himſelf afterwards, ſaying. He 
*© (viz. St. Pau!) remembered our Lord's definition, Except 
% man be born of water and e the Spirit, he fail not enter 
 *6 info the: Ringdom of God; that is, he ſhall not be Sy. 

This baptifmal holineſs plainly is what he refers to by the 4. 
cipline of inſtitution, which he oppoſes to the /uperftitious rites 
uled about the childten of beatrbenrz in like manner as he 
makes the children of beliewers candidates for holineſs by birth, 
by way of rontraſt to the children of Hue, whom he ſtiles 
Sate, demon, to which hey were erh au lib. 


£463 ; 
judicious pe TRA y imagine, that the id. | 
perſons, baptized: by? the Apoſtles, were em- 
ed baptiſm in their infancy 3: 7 
had been baptized before. But, they e - 
miſtake the caſes: for, in the infancyof thoſe - 
perſons, their parents were not Chriſtians, that 
is, members of the Chriſtian church; but Jews 
or beathens. The Chriſtian: church was not 
then in being, nor conſequently was baptiſm, 
as a Chriſtian ordinance, adminiſtred at that 
time. — Here, by the way, one may juſtly 
wonder what a certain anonymous writer (for 
ſome ſuch have appeared on the other ſide of | 
the queſtion, it is likely without being aſhamed | 
P their name or cauſe) had in his — When 
be asked that wiſe queſtion; . If any might 

% be baptized in infancy, why not Chr him 
« ſelf, whoſe example was to be a pattern to 
« his followers, even to the end of the 

« world [s]?“ Alas l when Chriſt was born, 
John Baptiſt, his immediate forerunner, and 
the perſon appointed to adminiſter baptiſm to 
the eus (not to Chriſtians) was himſelf but 

fix months: old [Tl. How then could Chriſt, 
according to that diſpenſation, have been bap- 
tized in his infancy-; unleſs an infant was to 

be his baptizer? But it is certain, that (as he 

was baptized without a confeſſion, ſo) he was 


CETCUMC iſed in bis * 4 [vJ; and in this 
. 5 | Þ.. 2 55 N 8 uy 


12 7 


Yo 2 


[5] laisser of the ſacred ordinance of only, P: 52 | Z 
confer. Keach Anſwer to Owen, p. 232. 5 
Ce] Luke i. 36. [v] Luke ii. An: ** Fond 


e eſpecially, hen the 


7 a: 
view, matatis munis; INT be 
conlidered as a pattern to 2 Be- 
Ses, Fobn's baptiſm Was only preparatory, 
not ni tery: for, if Ohriſt himſelf © did 
1 not ſet up in his on days on earth a vi- 
e fibie church, diſcipline, and worſhip di- 
Mac from the Jeuiſh, as Mr. Tambes 
| ronfeßeth F]; much tel did Fobn enter per- 
ſim intd any newobamoberaation. And tho 
* he was the greateſt of prophets ; yot he, 
mak ische leaſt in the kingdom of heaven 
. is reuter than he rl. + Therefore, if it 
mould de allowed that aba baptized! none 
un adult e n eee Axes wat 
oppbſers of In- 
_ Amt-baptiſm reaſon in ſuch a manner from 
cis adminiſtration, as would equally exchide 
- infarcts from wuptiſn and ſalvutiom. An ab 
fſurdlity, that ſticlæs ſo cloſe to their hypotheſis, 
__ vchav ſcure avai fallingintot.almoft 
upon all oceafions[y].—But to proceed, It 
is ſaid of the Sour itam [2], „ When they 
> beheved Philip, preachinꝑ t the thüngs con- 
* cerning the kingdom of God, and the name 
ef Jefus'Chriſt, they were baptized both 
„unn und aomen.” Now, as ibis was the 
Vt plamti nc of the Chriſtian church in Sams- 
9, „ ee ——— women, Were 


%% 

baptized, was. a 4. ching of ON: and what 
muſt have bappeped, even ſuppoſing that 
their children alſo were baptized. But there- 
fore neither bes, not any other inſtagee ofthe 
like nature, can be any diſproof of Infant- 
baptiſm; as is commonly pretended. by its 
oppoſers. For, as theſe men and women 
were not born of Chriſtian parents themſelves; 
ſo, nothing at all being aid of their children, 
whether they were, or were not then, or ever 
after . ; no concluſion can be drawn 
from the hiſtory to prove the negative ; be- 
. cauſe, it ſays not, that none but men and wo- 
men,. or that .men and women only, were 
baptized. Beſides, theſe terms, men and 
women, may chiefly denote here males,” and 
Females, without reſpect of age ſa]... er And 
{8 there was a more ſpecial METS r men- 
66 tioning the e IF males, than of 

children, as circumcifion had been limited 
eto the males under the former diſpenſati- 
« on L In ſhort ; neither zþis, nor aby 
other paſſage of Scripture, exhibits an 4 inſt aq 
or example of the practico followed b 9295 
who deny baptiſm to believers children a 
they are of age, and capable to make a pro- 


feſſion of their faith, Thus, their own objec- 
tion returns home upon themſelves. | F 


. F 2 8 s EC 


Vid. Levit. xiii, FT" Num. v. 2, 3. | 
mm: See Blake. anſwer to * p. * Huſſey. an- 


a to Tombes, p. 5. 
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4 Y ane. rm. the . 1 a Con. | 


wy, is further objeted vo nt be N 
4 tiſm that, There is no command for it 
in Scripture. Now, to this it is replied, 
(i.) There was no occafion for a particular 
and Expreſs command to baptize Infants, 
even ſuppoſing, that they alſo, as well as 
others, Were to be baptized; but a general 
| command to baptize Was a ſuffcient rule of 
| irection, to introduce and authoriſe this 
practice. For, the Apoſtles of Chriſt, to 
whom the great commiſſion of diſciplin 
proſelyting, all nations by baptizing . 
Sc, was immediately given, were members 
of the Jewiſh church and nation, and fo 
: muſt haye been well acquainted with the 
Jewiſh Tips and cuſtoms. Now (not to in- 
fiſt upon what many learned men have ſaid 
of a cuſtom among the Jews to baprize the 
children of Gentile proſelytes together with 
their parents) it is certain that the proſelytes, 
of rightecuſneſs, and their children were cir- 
cumciſed after the manner of the Jews le]; 


. a cuſtom, which the Judai xing chriſtians 


Were for maintaining in the chriſtian church 
ay * his —, > perhaps, is not conſidered 
: e 


— 


g (05 vid Corn. Tacit. kit kb. 5. [4] AR. xv. i. 


1 0 45) 0 
with proper attention. Thoſe chat would 
aſt; * the right and title of be- 
lievers children to the Abrabamic, or Goſ- 
pel-covenant [e], both n and thing, al- 
ledge, that they are in no ſenſe the ſeed of 
Abrabam; not his natural ſeed; becauſe not 
lineally deſcended from him: nor his ir- 
- Zual dd! becauſe they want faith, though 
their believin g parents, like Abraham, have 


it. But, in what claſs, will they rank the 
Jewiſh proſelytes? If in either, doubtleſs, 


in that of his ſpiritual ſeed; to whom there- 
fore the ſpiritual part of the covenant be- 
longed. And yet circameifion was applied 


to the children of thoſe believers, as well as 
to themſelves. . And thus, the Apoſtles had 


a plain rule of direction to proceed by in 
admin iſtring ba ptiſm to chriſtian proſelytes 
and their children, when 2his ordinance, as 
the rite of initiation, came in the room of 


circumciſion. For, had Chriſt commanded - 


his Apoſtles to go and proſelyte all nations 
by circumciſing them, &c. What could they 
have underſtood by ſuch a command, with- 
out any other explication; but that parents 
and their children were both a like to be 
received into the chriſtian church by cir- 
cumciſion, according to the uſage of the 


Jewiſh church? In like manner, when 


circumciſſon was laid aſide, and that wall of 


Kun removed [V], as the very order to 


diſeiple | 


1 2 See 6 iii. 17. | [AJ Fph. i ii. 145 13. 


— 


- oth 46)) EE 
FIT gear implied; when, upon 


LN bolition. of 1 is initiatory rite, baptiſm 
Was 55 as the rite of initiation in the 
chriſtian church; the Apoſtles would na- 
turally, and even neceſſarily conclude, that 

Parents and their children were to be equally 
| Feceave ko the E church. by bap- 


Mt 95 5 ally having been told Ep 
255 "reed to Infants. themſelves, that 
| eb 5 2 kingdom of heaven (b). e 
ageneral command: to baptize, which is not 
denied, was ſufficient to direct, and authoriſe. 
the practice of: baptizing Infants. Conſe- 
;quently, there was, no accafion, for a parti- 
cular and expreſs command to baptize them, 
even þ ſup ppoling that Infants, as well as others, 
Were to._be baptized... Et that the want of 
duch a command is weak ago urged as an ob- 
| tion, againſt Infant - bapti cy. if 
i be conſidered on the other hand ; e 
(2) There was a real neceſſity for a plain, 
and expreſs probibition of Infant-baptiſm, at 
the repeal of Hfant. circumciſian, if Infants 


LJ were not to be baptized : but no fach probi- 


| Bitten appears, nor can be produced. This 
is a matter of the utmoſt pion un in the 
'prelent « debate; and, as our writers think, is 


the. * , on N the e 
turns. 


i 4: 


wn Mie, veel. 19. t | 
Mat. xix. 14. Jak. i 1. ps cc —The literal 


"« meaning of he words is, that little children may be ad- 
„ mitted into the diſpenſation of the Meſſiah, and by con- 


13 ſequence may be baptized. Bp. Burnet, on Artic. 27. 


„„ 
turns. For Why? Children, 


others, had been admitted to the rnitiatory 
rite before, at the reception of proſelytes in- 
to the church of God — Fewgfp diſ- 
nſation; as hath been already obſerved. 
If then, at the time of reformation [1] under 
the Geſpel, when the church of God was 
new-:modelled, ſo great an alteration ,was 
intended in it's conſtitution, as that Infants 
ſhould be wholly excommunicated, like aliens 
and firangers, without any ſacrament or figu = 
—— had bie been the caſe, there 
plain neceſſity for a poſitive and ex- 
gels 3 af their haptiſm. But, wr 
dy it again, no ſuch probibition can be 
found. Here the Scripture is profoundly 
ſilent, where one might 9 have ex- 
| it to ſpeak clearly out; if Infant- 
indi bad not been agreeable to the mind 
of ( hriſt, and as — to the nature of the 
Chriiſtian-mftitution, as Infant-circumciſion 
Mas to — 12 diſpenſation! 1 the 
| t Stulling fleet IK], © It is an evidence, 
I Infants are — to be exoluded fram 
< baptiſm, becauſe there is no divine law, 
« -which-doth probibit their admiſſion into 
the church by it; far, this is the gegatiue 
e of allaw ; and if it had been Chriſt's in- 
<« tention to have excluded any from ad- 
m 7 into the church, who were ni 
| cc FR 


| CG) Heb. ix. 10. 
[4] Irenicum, p. 7» ; rate ad. 


a une before, as ann, were, there mt 
« have been fone poſitive law, whereby 
vel ſuch an intention of Chriſt thould have 
been expreſſed: For, nothing can make 
< that unlawful,” which was a duty beſore, 
c bit a direct and ex preſs probrbrtion from 
. the 1 himfelf, who- alone hath 
power to reſcind, as well as to make 
«© aws. And therefore Antipedo· baptiſts 
« muſt, inſtead of requiring a poſitive com- 
mand for baptizing Infarits, themſelves 
« produce an | expreſs prohibition exluding 
« them, &c. [J]“ To all which add; when 
Chriſt, upon a certain occaſion, ſpake ſo 
9 favourably of Infants, and children in arms, 
as to declare publickly, that of ſuch is the 
Ringdom of God Im]; it had been higbly pro- 
per, in order to prevent any miſtake upon 
this head, to forbid the baptiſm of Infants, 
if Infants were not to have been baptized in 
his church. Therefore, the remark, which 
hath been made upon 7Zhat caſe by ſome 
noted writers on the other fide [x], may 
be ſtrongly retorted 7hus; © Chriſt's intire 
e filence about the exclufion of Infants from 
* baptiſm at this time, when he had ſuch 


_ FI ee of ſpeaking of it to his 
| 0 diſciples, 


= . R 
er of Infants e. Se. OP. x 1. 


A 
[#] Mark x. Luk. xviii. ubi ſupra. 
[z] Dr. Gill. Comment in Mat. xix. 14. Rees, an- 
ſwer to Walker, p. 866. * 


FO 


i Ates had it been his will, hath no 


„ fonfäble spec en ſuch a pactice. 
But, if the Fence of Chriſt upon that oc 


caſion diſcoùntenanèes ſuch a practice; ; how 
much more his ſpeech? when he ſaid, Suf-. 
*. "Jo Kittle chilgren to, come wnto me (0), and 
* forbid them mot : for of fach is the kingdom 
«of heaven : that kingdom, which g. d. 
| * you are all expecting under the Meffiah, 
< purſuant to the antient prophecies [p], and 
into which kingd baptiſm is to be the 
© folemn rite of admiſſion [l. 


(3.) Aﬀer all; we ſeem to hive a plain 


command for baptizing children, without any 
limitation of age. And this command oc- 
cuts, where one might naturally expect it, 
viz, at the firſt opening of the Chriſtian diſ. 
8 on the day of Pentecoſt by St. 

eter ; who upon that great and folemn oc- 
caſion delivered, in the audienee of a valt 
aſſembly, the following words, amongſt 
others [7]. © Repent, and be baptized, every 
e one of you, in the name of Jeſus Chrift, for 
«© the remiſſion of Sins, and ye ſhall receive 
e the Holy Ghoſt. For, the promiſe is unto 
<« you, 230 to your children, and to all that 
« are afar off, even as many as the Lord 
e our God mall . „7 Tt is obſervable 


1 EAA pbs zie, i. e. is to be proſelyted to me, See 


Joh. ii. 26. And Walker's modeſt plea, p. 13,15. 


(P] Daniel ii. 44. vii. 13, 14, Ec. 
170 Joh. le 3, 5. 1 AR. f. 38, 39. 


. (ſays 


* 


} 


"fab Oy 
(days a learned, and judicious friend) that 


when God made his covenant, or grant of 
- bleſſings, with Abraham,..he made him, 

with reſpect to that covenant, the father 
* of many nations [s], even of us, and of as 
many among the nations, who ſhould be- 
lieve in Chriſt, who were to be juſtified, 


or intereſted i in The bleflings of the cove- 


nant; in the ſame manner as Abraham 
was, namely by faith. Thus, the bleſ- 
ſing of Abraham came on us Gentiles 
* through Jeſus Chriſt [It], in whom that 


Covenant, or Deed of gift was eſtabliſh- 


ed, when made with 4braham [u]. And 
it is certain from St. Paul's reaſoning in 
the third chapter to the Galatians, that the 


Goſpel-covenant, which our Lord came 
into the world to publiſh and explain in 
it's extenſive grace, was no other than 
the Covenant with Abraham, which was 


originally eſtabliſhed in Chriſt. Therefore 


our Lord, when he gave his full and final 


commiſſion to his Apoſtles [av], Go ye 
and teach, or diſciple, all nations, bap- 


tizing them, &c. plainly commands them 


to publiſh the Abrahamic Covenant, which 


alone included all nations, and to baptize 
according to the tenor, rule and conſtitu- 


tion of that, which Py takes in 


CL Abraham 


T3 Gen. xvii. . iv. 16, 17 
DJ Gal. iii. 14. [v] Ibid. ver. 17. 


L. Me. xxviii. 19. 


1 5 
„ ' Abraham and bis children in the lice of - 
election; or which deſcended from him 
by his ſon Iſaac, or under the Goſpel be- 
e came his children by faith in Chriſt [x]. 
* And that our Lord intended baptiſm 
e ſhould be adminiſtred according to this 
particular conſtitution of the Covenant, 
<< T auill be a God to thee, and to thy ſeed after 
three, (which certainly included the chil 
oy dren of thoſe who ſhould be taken into the 
46} Covenant, ) appears from what- the Holy 
« Ghoſt in St. Peter faith, at the admini- 
ſtration of the ordinance to the firſt” chri- 
« ſtianconverts[ y]. Repent, and be baptized 
every one of you, &c. For the promiſe it 
* unto you, and to your children, and to all 
e that are afar off, even as many as the Lord 
e our God ſhall call.” How narrow and im- 
«perfect ſoever St. Peter's notions might be 
« (at preſent) concerning the calling of the 
< Gentiles, or nations, it is certain, that 
* according to the ſenſe of the Spirit, who 
_ © ſpake by him, by thoſe that are afar off, 
* is meant the nations or Gentiles, whom 
* God ſhould call into his church or king- 
2 dom under the Meſſiab. Therefore the 
* promiſe, both here, and in Joel referred 
4 to by St. Peter [z], is plainly by this cha- 
c racter aſcertained to be the Abrabamic 


* covenant, or promiſe, and the Apoſtle in 
G 2 e the 


DL *I Gal. ill, 29. fy] AR. ii. 38, 39. 
{=] Joel. ii. 28,32, Act. ii, 0 Kc. 
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1 che Spirit, with the greateſt refine and | 
* propriety, exhorts. every; one of them, even 

% s them and their children, to be baptized, ac- 

5, en to the conſtitution, of that promiſe 


of covenant. And thus it appears, that 
« our Lord did commiſſion his | diſciples, 
c both to preach and baptize according to 
ee the. conſtitution of the Abralamic cove- 
4 nagt; becauſe. at the firſt ſolemn. op 
e ing of the church of God to, Wer fut 
<. brian converts, the Holy Ghoſt did di- 
A rect, Them. ſe to, preach, and fo to Hp 
tie. 
Now, if we view The matter in this bghe; 
5 one may clearly diſcern the meaning and 
connexion of St. Peter's words, when. he 
_ daith,. ** 27 all receive the Holy. Git: For 
©, the, promiſe is unto.you, and ts your: chilgren, 
&. For, the gift of the Holy Ghyſe, was 
@ ſeal of their adoption into God's church 
and family under the chriſtian diſpenſation 
Lal, and FA a plain ſign or token, that the 
fromiſe of Goſpel-bleflings belonged to them. 
And thus, becauſe. the promiſe was to them 
and to their children; therefote, as; an ei- 
dence. thereof, they ſhould- receive, the Holy 
Gall. But this text will bear a more. cxiti- 


cal examination. Let it then be obferyed. 


90 -) In this. clauſe, <<, Repaut and be 


baptized 


every one of vou. 1 T r is a "Ic 
"os ; C ange | 


[a] Rom. viii. 15. pk. © 1. 


_ : | 
luck inner and penſan e 5 
#2]; : a: literally runs thus, * Nepent 
ve, and let every one of | (or among) ych le 
6 Gaptized.” 80 "Mew this command con- 
_ cerving baptiſm agrees in form with the 
command that was given about cireum- 
ciſton. There the command was fe]. Bvery 
male among you ſhall: be circumriſad. And 
Dow the commmand is, Zer every one i or 
among, 50 (i. e. you and all your's: with= 
out ns ction of 3 or age) be baptized. 
Fhis conſtruction of the Apoſtle's words 
agrees to what follows. For tho promiſe 
Is umio you, and to your children, &c. For, 
where was the pertinency or propriety of 
naming their chiluren in the reg of the 
command, if the command itſelf had no im- 
mediate reference to their children? (though 
S. the command was not directed to the 
cke, but, t to the: rents in cer | 
e 0 


L* MeTevoigert, di Bamibire inaror dH. % Lp. 
(c] Gen. xvii. 10. Heprrpn dias v ua 72y d, 
N. B. The. difference. of the twor: \ phraſes. Foote oy and 
©2505 Luan, is not material, as vs and f are ſeveral 
times joined together. vid. 2 Chron. xxiii. 10. 
Note: There is no impropriety in the notion of chil- 

dren being ſubjects of a politive-rite, without being xs 8 

of a poſitive command enjoining it, as we ſee in the caſe 
- circumciſion. - And if it became the Jews; who practiſed In. 
fant- cireumciſion, to fu all > qc the like obligation 
upon. Chriſtians may very well comport with the practice 


of Infant-baptiſm. Nor can that obligation be urged, as 


an argument to the contrary, without taking the thing for 
granted, which: ought to be proved, vix. that A 


VW 
their children, as well as to themſelves; in 
anſwer to that queſtion [a], bat ſhall we 

4 Which, by the way, naturally accounts 
ſor the varied manner of the Apoſtle's ex, 
Pꝛreſſion taken notice of before). (2.) Theſe 

Words, And to all that are afar off, ewen as 
ee many as the Lorg aur God ſhall call,” evi- 

dently. refer to the Gertiles, or Heathens [e]; 

Without excluding their children: for, it is 
agteeable to the ſcripture ſtile to ſpeak of 

children as called, when the call is directly 
given to their parents, to thoſe that bring 
them, or have the command over them]. 

But then, St. Peter himſelf can hardly be 
ſuppoſed to have any reference here to the 
general calling of the Gentiles: for it ſeems, 

that this myſtery had not yet been revealed 


"baptiſm is deſigned only for the Aault: a point, which can- 
not be proved from the nature, or peculiar figmfication of 
baptiſm, as a ſymbolical rite. For, circumciſion had a 
peculiar ſigniſication, as it was a toten of the covenant: and 
yet the Jewiſh infants knew nothing of the matter, much 
te could they profes any knowledge, or faith, about it; 
though others did in applying that rite to them. In ſhort, 
i any primary ends of. baptiſm are not anſwered in the 
baptiſm of infants ; even ibis is no valid objection againſt 

it. For ſome primary ends oſ John's baptiſm were not 

_ anſwered in the baptiſm of Chriſt : and yet baptiſm. was 

; * reghtly adminiſtred to him. By this the reader may jndge 

of the weight of Mr. Burroughs's argument. See Tavo Dij- 

- cour/es relating to pofitive Inflitutions, and the Defence. 1 
-- 4] Ad. ii. 377 (lei Eph. ii. 13, 17. 
[F] Mat. ii. 13.— 15. Luk. xvii. 16. Vid. Beza. 
[al See AR. Chap. 10. Pearſon, lectiones in AQ, 
Apoſt, p. 33. TSS 
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* Joel to which he alludes, are thought 
to look that way. Therefore, it is humbly 
offered to- confideration, | whether, in this 
laſt clauſe, the Apoſtle had not a direct 
view, to thoſe Gentile ſervants, which were 
Incorporated | into Jewiſh families according 
to the law 51. This notion ſeems to be 
favoured by his manner of quoting the 
words of Joel, where, together with Sons 
and Daughters, mention is made of Servants 
and hand-maidens [i]: And if allowed, we 
have here a plain command, given at'the 
firſt foundation of the chriſtian- church, to 
believing parents and heads of families, to 
get all the members of their houſe without 
diſtinction baptized, in like manner as Abra- 
bam was commanded to have all the males 
of his houſe, of a certain age, circumciſed at 
once [4]. Thus, the words of St. Peter be- 
fore us, will admit of this eaſy paraphraſe, 
Repent ye, and let every one among you 
ee be baptized without delay, &c. For, the 
« promiſe is unto you, therefore be ye bap- 
« tized; and to your children, therefore let 
a them be baptized along with you ; and to 
all that are afar off, even as many as the 
« Lord our God ſhall call amongſt the 
e Heathens, therefore let your Gentile ſer- 
« vants alſo be baptized.” The words view- 
ed in this light appear with the greateſt pro- 


priety, 


bon Levit, xv. 44. [5] AR, ii. 17, 18. 
[. ] Gen. avil. 12, 27. 3 


| 1 = 
pricty and, force; " and at the ame time 
| diſcover the ground. of the ſubſequent 
nr of the Apoltles in A whole 
eſebolds. 5 
But, as ſome writers ſuppoſe, that the 
promiſe mentioned by St. Peter is the pro- 
miſe of the Holy Gba himſelf ; which, they 
_ thiok, dne the argument for Infant- 
baptiſm from this text: we will therefore 
argue the point with them upon their own 
3 ſuppoſition. Now, —— When it is ſaid, 
« "you ball receive the Holy Ghoft, tis not in- 
« tended, that every.one of them, upon their 
rc baptiſm, ſhould be endued with the ex- 
3 traordinary gifts of tongues and prophecy. 
© But the meaning of St. Peter is, that 
te he ſhould fall upon ſome of all ranks of 
& them, according to the true purport of 
«the words of et: '” fays Dr. Whitby. 
And if he had attended to 6 force of his 
own obſervation, the following note might 
have been ſpared, vis. That theſe words 
e will not prove the right of Infants to re- 
= ceive baptiſm JJ. For, it follows from 
his own remark, that ſome perſons might 
have a right to receive baptiſm, and yet not 
receive the extraordinary gifts. If Infants 
therefore did not receive the ſaid gifts, which 
is the ground of the objection, they might 
nevertheleſs have a right to receive baptiſm. 


And, as 2 divine gifts were not ordinarily 
conferred 


(/ See Whitby, Comment. in loc. 


( 57 * 
conferred before. baptiſm ; as they were a 
Free donation, given to ſome, and not to 
others; (e. g. ſome parents, ſome children, 
&c.) and as the command for baptiſm is 
univerſal, ** Let every one of you be bap- 
* tized;” fo the reaſon given to enforce this 
command, « for the promile i is unto you, and 
« to. your children, &c,” ſeems plainly to 
prove the right of children zndefintely, that 
is, children of any age, and conſequently 
Infants, to receive baptiſm. For, where 
none are excluded, all muſt be included, 
and fo vice verſa. And, as the parents could 
not tell, which of them, or of their children, 
ſhould receive the Holy Ghoſt; or in what 
degree they ſhould receive it; or at what 
particular time, whether immediately, upon 
their baptiſm, or ſome time after it: So, 
they, had here an expreſs order and direction 
to lay themſelves and all theirs in the way of 
the promiſed bleſſing, by being baptized 
ka og the baptiſm of Chrifi, Had it not 
been high preſumption in them to limit 
the moſt High by making any diſtinQion 
in their children on account of age? eſpecially 
conſidering the promiſe that was given with 


relation to John Baptiſt, vis. that he ſhould 


be filled with the Holy Ghoſ# from his mother's © 
womb [m]. Language, which, doubtleſs, his 
father, Zacharias, to whom it was ſpoken, 
very well underſtood. Seeing then the 112 | 

a . 


[»] Luk. i. * 


CY 
tht a notion of perſons being filled with the 
Huy Ghoſt, even 181 their mother's womb, 


E could. have no ground to queſtion their 


Infapts right to baptiſm, from an ſuſpicion, 
that the promiſe of the Holy Gboſt did in uo 
Wiſe extend unto them, Beteauſe they were 
Infants. Beſides, though the promiſe of the 
Holy 6595 in it's full extent n 
the” extraordinaty gifts; what  neceflity* is 
there for con ning. that promiſe to theſe” bs, 
the 2 ra )- bapti}is themſelves being jul ges. 
Fe or, Wnen any. of thent pray over the bap- 
_ tized perſon, that be "nay . receive the Holy 
Gb, as ſome of them” are ſuppoſed to do 
upon the foot of this very promiſe, furely 
they do not expect him to receive the extrg- 
ordinary gifts of tongues and prophecy ! 
After all; it may poffibly remain a ain 
culty with ſome perils: how the words of 
St. Peter, Let every one of you be bap- 
ce tized in the name of Jeſus Chrif for * 
ee remiſſion of fins, can be applicable to the 
ee caſe of Infants.” It may be ſaid upon this 
| occaſion, why ſhould the innocent age make 
uch haſte to the remiſſion of fins? In anſwer 
to which let it be obferved. (1.) As the 
baptiſm of water is a Peres reprefenta- 


tion of woſhing away in [*]; that im- 


precation of the Jews [0], hs — be on ut, 


and on our children (meaning, no doubt, all 


their children, old and young) diſcovers a 
1 gnificant 


[#] AR. xxit. 16. = Lo] Mat. xxvii. 25. 


(9) 
ſignificant propriety in the Apoſile s exhort- 


ing theſe Crucyfiers of Chriſt eh to re 4 


— and to get both them and 


children baptized 155 the remiſſion. of = | 


Accordingly, Mr. Tombes, that learned and 
- zealous Antipzdo-baptiſt, ſuppoſed ( 22 that 
St. Peter might haye an eye, in this place, 


to that horrid imprecation. | (2.) Beſides this 
conſideration peculiar: to the Jews, there is 
another ground and reaſon. of the thing, 


common both to Jews and Gentiles. For, 
if all mankind, as deſcended from Adam by 


ordinary generation, are reputed Sinners, at 


leaſt as being ſubject to death, the penalty of 
fin (7), (and as Job ſays ( J, obo can bring 
clean thing cut of an unclean) then muſt 


Infants alſo be conſidered under this charac- 


ter. Therefore, fince Chriſt is the ſecond 


Alam. and the Redeemer. of a loſt: world; 


it ſeems no ways improper, but rather very 
fit and congruous,. that Infants ſhould be 
baptized with Cbriſts baptiſm for the re- 


miſſion of fin: in token that, as by one 


*© man's diſobedience many were made ſin- 
« ners; ſo by the obedience of one ſhould 


“ many be made righteous (J: and that, 


7 as in Adam all die; ſo in Chriſt ſhall all 
© be made alive (u! Hence that remark 
of eien (. 7 1 remiſſion of ſins be 


cc granted 


1) Act. ii. 46, 27s i Be p. 60. [ Rom. v. 


12, Ce. L] Job Rom. v. 19. [1 Corinth, 5 


xv. 22. Vid. Ieh Theol. Ch. lib. 45. heat 68. 
8 23. L.] Ep. ad Fidunt, | 


(6 ) | 
granted to theſe moſt heinous © enders, 
ho have long ago finned againſt God; 
and if none of them be denied acceſs to 
the grace of baptiſm; how much leſs 
e reaſon is there for OLE it to Infants ? 


e who being but newly born can be” guilty 
_ * of no fin, except uf at being derived from 


„ "dam, according to the fleſh, their birth 


t hath communicated to them the infection 
«and puniſhment of his offence; Who 
e therefore are the more eaſily admitted | 
to the pardon of their fin, becauſe it is 
e not ſo properly their oun, as another's.” 

Upon the whole then, it ſeems very plain 
to us, that the words of St. Peter under 
conſideration, exhibit a proper command to 
chriſtian believers to get all dhe members of 
their reſpective families, and particularly, moſt 
expreſsly their chiluren, together with them- 
ſelves, baptized. And the true meaning of 
this command, like that of any other law, 

muſt be fixed by the proper fignification of 
the ferm, in which it is conceived and ex- 
preſſed, without any dependence upon what 
follows in the ſacred hiſtory. For, if not a 
ſingle perſon had been baptized on that oc- 
caſion, this would not have altered the ſenſe, 
or deſtroyed the authority of the command. 

However, there is nothing in the context, 

that in the leaſt militates with the given 
ſenſe of the Apoſtle's words. For, as this 


was the fre — of A clan diſ- 
penſation, 
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penſation, and ſo the firſt adminiſtratĩon of 
Chriſtian baptiſm; it was of courſe to be ad- 
miniſtred firſt of all to Chriſtian believers. 
But this could be no impediment, it was in- 


deed a neceſſary leading fiep, to the baptizing 
of their houſebolds ; becauſe, no perſons could 


regularly have their families baptized, with- 
out being firſt baptized themſelves, in conſe- 
quence of their receiving the word gladly : ac- 
cording to what is ſaid of the firſt converts x. 

When we read that ſuch and fuch perſons 
believed, and were added to the church [y]. 


This language is by no means excluſive of 


their children: for, it is no more than what 


might be faid of any Jewiſh Proſelytes, when 
they were received into the Jewiſh church, 


without the excluſion of their children from 


the rite of initiation. Thus, e. g. it is aid of 
Acbior, He believed in God greatly, and 
«| circumciſed the fleſh of his foreskin, and 
« was joined to the houſe of Iſrael [2] oy that 
is, to the church of the Jews, We conclude 
therefore, that St. Peter hath laid downa plain 


command for baptizing children without /mi- 


tation of age, And though, as Mr. Stennet 
_ remarks [a], © there ſeems no neceſſity to 
* reſtrain the term [children] to infants :” 
there appears to be no rcaſon for limiting it ſa 
as to exclude infants ; which is all we contend: 


for [5]. SE C. 


Il Act. it, 41, 4 i [y ] roger: One. ibid. 5 
Fx] Spacer n eis dy ol Lp. Judith xiv. 10 

[a] Anſwer to Ruſſen. p. 33. 
[5] See Cragge's ay to Tombes. p 208. 


Fee 


* 
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The rence bie virtue Proibirion wenn, 


: "1s examination we hall begin hk 
chat err which perhaps is he firſt, 
ly” was ever directly alledged againſt the 
| agg of baptizing infants by certain per- 
ns, who lived above a Houfon nd years aſter 
| Chriſt e; * He that believeth, and is bap- 
a fix al be Javed; &c. Id] From hence 
It is inferred, that all perſons muſt believe 
before they are baptized; and therefore in- 
fants are not to be baptized, becauſe they do 
not belieye. In anſwer to which argument 
ts.replied (i.) Theſe words were ſpoken by 
td his Apaſtles with an immediate view | 
0 the firlt planting of the Chriſtian church, 
and conſequently to the firſt adminiſtration 


_ Chriſtian, baptiſm to convert Fews. and 


Heathens. For thus the words are introdu- 
ced; © Go ye unto all the world, and preach 
 * the Goſpel to every creature. He that be- 
* Hjeveth and is baptized, ſpall be ſaved, 4 55 
Now, in this caſe it is plain, that adult per- 
ſons of either ſort (at leaſt thoſe, that — 5 
K ** were to be firſt inſtructed in the 
; | ___ Chriſtian 


1 See Dr. Allix. on the Piedmont churches, p. 143. and 
9 on the Waldenſes. 
[4] Mark xvi. 16. 
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Chriſtian faith, before they were 
received into the Chriſtian church. Accord 
ingly (2:) we grant that all perſons in the Jaime 
circumſtances with thoſe firſt converts-ought 
to beheve before they are baptized, - "Thus, 0 
e. g. if a few, a Mabommedan, or an en 
ſhould mow embrace the Chriſtian tel ion, 
we are not againſt his being inſtructed ie N 
before he is baptized. For, as the thing a 
pears to be rational in itſelf ; fo it is rig Zool 


re by baptiſm 


able to the practice of the Jewiſh church in 


making Proſelytes [el. But (3.) the conſe 
quence is denied with reſpect to 7nfants. For, 
though the F a inſtructed new Profelytes in 
the principles of their religion, before they 
were admitted to circumciſion, (not to men. 
tion the baptiſm of Profelytes amongſt them) 
their Gildken alſo were eircumciſed tope- 
ther with themſelves. In like manner, if 
new converts to Chriſtianity were firſt in- 
ſtructed in it before their admiſſion to bap- 
tiſm ; yet, for all that, their children might 
be baptized along with them: and certain it 
is, the contrary can neyer be proved by ſuch 
an argument, as is here alledged. For (4.) 
the text ſays not, all perſons whatever muſt 
believe before they are baptized. On the 
contrary, if one might argue from the order 
of words, (which is the way the Antipedo-. 
baptiſts take n it would follow even from 


this paſſage of 8 Scrigtores, that infants * | | 


% See fide? Patrick, comment, in Levit. xix, 16; 


by all means to . 3 as hath "LY 
frequently ur ged by the writers on our 
ide [f#Þþ 1 if from ibis circumſtance, 
that heli vet h is ſet before baptized in the or- 
der of words, it follows, that all perſons muſt 
believe before they are baptized by the ſame 
5 rule all perſons muſt be baptized, before they 
on be. 8 becauſe baprized.is ſet before 
faved;i in the fame order of words, Again; 
in the latter clauſe of the text it is added, 
% He, that believetb not, ſhall be damned. * 
And thus, by the words of Cbriſt, believing 
is made as neceſſary at leaſt to ſalvation, as 
it is to baptiſm. Therefore, the argument, 
from this text againſt the baptiſm of infants, 
- concludes as ſtrongly againſt their fatoation; 
which is reducing it to a plain and ſhocking 
abſurdity, Mr. Rees would evade all this, by 
asking [g]), Why they (i. e. infants) may 
not be ſaved without baptiſm?” A queſ- 
tion little to the purpoſe. For, if infants may 
be faved at all; why will he and his friends 
inſiſt upon ſuch an argument againſt their 
| baptiſm, as would. equally conclude againſt 
their ſalvation? 
| Again; it is pretended 11 that the words of 
2 the comm 2 [7], af Go ye, and teach all na- 
| “ tions, 


. Marſhall, Serm. on baptizing Inf. p. 45. Wills, 
. wer to * p. 10. W Modeſt Pie &c. * 
iii. ſec. | 

5 J Aüteer to Walker, p- 46. 

] See Gale. Reflexions, &c. Let. 7. 
11 Mat. Avi. 19, 20. 
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et ions, hepinin them, &c.” contain a vir⸗ 


tual prohibition o Infant-baptiſm. For, ſay 
they, teaching is ſet before baptizing, ergo, 
&c. And fo indeed it may ſeem to an Eng-" 

hifh reader ; but baptizing is ſet before teach- 
ing in the expreſs order of the words accord- 


ing to the original, which ought to be render- 


ed thas, © Go ye, and dzſciple all nations, 
1 baptizing them in the-name of the F ather, 
« '&c. teaching them, &c.” Obſerve here 
(1.) The general matter of the commiſſion is 


expreſſed by diſcrpling ; which is a compre- 


henſive term, including both teaching and 


baptizing, by the confeſſion of ſome of ut 
molt learned oppoſers [&], (2:) Then fol- 


lows the particular method of executing this 
commiſſion laid down in two directions, viz. 
by. baptizing, and by teaching, agrecably to 
the Greek idiom of ſpeech [/]. It is plain 
therefore, that in the expreſs order and ſeries 
of the words i in the commiſſion, teaching is 
not ſet before, but  dfter baptizing. Thr, 
ſuppoſe the contrary were true; this would 
prove no more againſt Infant-baptiſm, than 
the text in St. Mark , already conſidered ; and 
how much 7hat proves againſt it, is left to the 
vac of common ſenſe. 

Again; St. Paul makes mention of one bap- 


iſm 2 Now, by this one baptiſm Mr. 
8 1 Barcla 


[4] Dr. Gill. comment, in AR. ix. 1, 2 
[i] See Pædo- baptiſm, p. 89, &c. 
[=] Eph. iv. 1 confer, 1 Cor. i. e 


— — , imm . apr I OI 
- — 


1 Barclo 1 2 * of the Spirit; 
in oppoſition to avater-bopriſe [n], On the 


| 4 — hand Mr. Reach underſtands it of adult- 
. baptiſm i in excluſion of Infant-baptiſm Fe]. But 
both accounts are wide enough of the Apale 


dies meaning. St. Paul is there recommend- 


ing unity. peace and loye to fellow-chriſti- = 
ans. And fo, by one baptiſm, he plainly in- 
| "tends one moral end and deſign of baptiſm, 
2s it is a ſacred rite of dedication to one and 
the ſame religious ſervice, the ſervice of one 
common Lord, who is the head of one ſpiri- 
tual ſociety. One Lord. one faith, one baptiſm, 
* one God and Fatber of all, one body, one Spirit, 
A one hope, one beaven: And what! are infants 
excluded from all theſe ? God forbid. —Be- 
ſides ; Chriſtian baptiſm may be one baptiſm, 
and yet of a complex nature in relation to the 
 fubjefs of it. For, was not circumciſion un- 
der the law one circumciſion, as a rite of dedi- 
cation, or engagement to the ſervice of God 
f ay And yet it was adminiſtred to different 
+, ts, particularly to adult projelyers and 
their children, - 
Again; St. Paal ſays 171. 85 Henceforth 
| « kucw we no man after the fieſh, &c. . d. 
] have no regard to any one, according to 
the fleſb, Se. for being circumciſed, or a 
. 5 71. 27 The diſtiaCtion of Jew and 
| Gentile 


* Apology, prop. 12. 

(e] Anſwer to Gwen. p. 241, &c. N 
ke] Gal. v. z. tal Con. 36. 
[7] Mr. Locke in loc. 
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Gentle was ſet afide under the Goſpel, by 
the wall of partition being removed, 2 
broken down [5]. - Surely thoſe perſons are at 
a loſs for arguments, who Ain this text as 

a diſproof of Infant · baptiſm ?]. Tacitus ſays 
à much ſtronger thing of the Jewiſh Proſe- 
lytes [0], vis. That they were taught to 
« deſpiſe their parents, children, brethren.” 
And would any one conclude from hence that 
no infants of Proſelytes were circumciſed ? It 
is abuſing the reader's patience to take notice 
of ſuch ſimple and trifling cavils ; we ſhall 
therefore only mention one text more, which 
may ſeem to be NINE with a ittle better 


Tee 4 
St. Peter 17 [40], © The like FIR where 


> ct unto baptiſm doth alſo fave us, (not the put- 


fing away the filth of the fleſo, but the an- 
1 fiver of a good conſcience towards God ) by 
4 The e of Chriſt.” — But infants 

cannot make this anſwer of a good confcience. 

Ergo, &c: To which en it will be 


ſufficient to reply in the words of Dr. Whit- 


'by [x], viz. © That St. Paul alſo lays, that 
e the true circumciſun before God is not the 
er outward circumciſion of the fleſh, but the 
* imernal circumciſion of the heart and fpt- 
«* rit { 3]. But will any one here argue, 
5 1 2 80 That | 


U Ren x. 12, - Eph. "Y 14. Col. iii. 11. 
ks Keach. ubi ſupra, P- 208, 


Corn. Tarit. hiſt. lib. 5 N LI. I Pet. ii. 21. 
Comment, in loc. Dl Rom. ii. 12 | 


Sn ele + 68 . 

ee That the EB infants for want of this 

. were not to be admitted into covenant with 
God by circumciſion? And yet the argu- 

ment is plainly parallel: The anſwer of a 

good conſcience is required, that the bap- 


* 


« tiſm may be falutary ; therefore they only 
are to be baptized, who can make this an- 
tec ſwer: and the in ward circumciſion of the 

4 heart is. required, as the only acceptable 
© circumciſion in the ſigbt of God: therefore 
* they only are to be circumciſed, who have 
« this inward circumciſion of the heart. The 
* Jews did not admit proſelytes to circumci- 

, fion- without the anſwer of a good conſci- 
e ence; but they admitted their infants with- 
out any ſuch thing. Why therefore may 


we not allow the Chriſtian church in the 


<. adminiſtration. of baptiſm, to obſerve the 
e fame cuſtom, in admitting the children of 
their Preſelytes to baptiſm; as they admitted 
t them to circumciſion and baptiſm,” —]t is 
plain then, that there is nothing in what St. 
Peter lays of baptiſm, which can amount to 
a prohibition, or excluſion of baptizing infants 
in the Chriſtian church. For, St. Paul ſays 

the ſame thing in effect of circumciſſon; 

and yet, it is undeniably certain, that infants 
were circumciſed in the Jewiſh church. 

In relation to what Dr. #/hitby ſays of the 

Jews admitting the children of proſelytes to 
circumciſion and baptiſm; he proceeds upon 


| * notion 5 FR baptiſm obtaining 
b 51. RIGA 


© "+ 
-” 
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amongſt them. But, as learned men are not 
agreed in this point, we have laid little or no- 
ſtreſs upon it; the argument from Proſelyte- 
circumciſion being clear and ſtrong enough 
without it. However, it is pleaſant enough 
to obſerve, that ſome authors, who very much 
depreciate the authority of the Jewiſh writers 
upon this head, ſcruple not to make uſe of 
their authority in deciding any point in their 
own fayour, e. g. about the antient mode of 
baptiſm ; concerning which we ſhall offer a 
fe remarks, and fo conclude this argument. 
Now—that the word, baptize, doth not a/- 
ways, or neceſſarily ſignify, dipping the body 
all over; even Dr. Gale, after all his pains to 
prove the con trary, was forced to acknow- 
ledge in as plain terms as he durſt, This 
point hath been ſet in a good light by Mr. 
Perronet [x J. And Dr. Wall brought the 
matter to a fair iſſue in a ſhort dialogue be- 
tween an Antipzdo- baptiſt, and a c 
man [al. The truth is, much of the time and 
labour might have been ſpared, which hath 
been ſpent in rummaging authors, to fix the 
original ſenſe of the Greek words, Hane, and 
Barrigu. For the learned Critics know, that 
the ſicſt and primitive, is not always the frue 
and. proper ſenſe of words. Becauſe in the 
flux of language the ſignification of words al- 


ters at different times and ö and 855 


8 Defence of faſint-baptiin, ſec. Ze LES 
La] Defence, &c. p. 96. | 4 


" * a 
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A iifferent people. And as words are but ar- 
Ditrary ſigns of ideas, or thoughts; cuſtom is 
the rule to fix their current ſenſe. Suppoſe 
then, that the words in queſtion primarily, 
and originally fignified to dip; or immerſe a 
Boah all aver ; it follows not; that 2575 is their 
real and 3 in the New Teſta- 
ment. For, in the time of Chriſt and his 
Aͤpoſtles, theſe words, as being then parts of 
24 bing language, might have acquired a 
more lax and general fignification amonꝑſt the 
Helene, importing to waſh, not only by 
dipping, but other ways. And that this was 
the caſe in fact, appears pretty plain from ſan- 


ry paſſapes in the Greek writers among the 


Jews. E. g. It is faid of Nebuchadnezzar [G]. 
di that his body was wer [e] with the dew of 
de heaven,” Now, can this mean, that his 
body was dipped in the dew of heaven; and 
Hot rather that his body was wet with the 
dew, falling or ſprinked upon it ?—Apain : 
it is related of Fudirh [d, that the went 
cout in the night into the valley of Betbulin, 
e and waptedherfelf{e}] in (or at [/]] a foun- 
e tain, by (or in [g]) the camp.” But the 
circumaſtances of the caſe render it very im- 
| Sore, that ſhe ſtripped herſelf, and im- 
aa hey dee we. 
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A gain, when the Apoſtles were baptized with 
— Hojy ' Ghoſt according to Chriſt's pro- 
miſe (6]z. this was not by immerſion, but g. 

| For, upon that — St. Peter 
told the multitude [i], * Chrift being by the. 
e right hand of God exalted; and baving re- 
ceived of the Father the promiſe of the Holy 5 
& Gboft,” hath ſhed forth this E , which 
ye now ſee and bear.” This expreſſion, 
_ bath ſhed forth, or Perera out, this (meaning 


the Holy Gboſe in its extraordinary gifts) is of 


more force than Cauſabon's criticiſm in AA. i. 
g. upon which more ſtreſs. is laid than it will 
bear, to make out ſomething like à proper 
immerſion in the preſent caſe. For (x: ) itls 
not ſaid, as he underſtands it, that the houſe 
was filled with the Holy Ghoſt (which Would 
make the houſe inſpired} but that thei/aund, 
which came from heaven, as of a ruſhing 
mighty wind, filled the houſe [{]. (2.) This 
found, or noiſe, filled all the houſe, and not 


only the particular room where they were 


fitting. But, were all the people in the 
houſe baptized with the Holy Ghoſ#, as 
well as the Apoſtles? (3.) It ſ% filled 
all the houſe, as to be beard by all that 
were in it; and ſo great was the alarm, as 
that it occaſioned the multitude to come to- 


| gether ge” Thus: then, the Apoſtles were 


bo 5 baptized 


(e! A4. . 5. j A4 fl. 33. 
(A1 * LI AR. ii. 2. 
L] Ver. 6 * Bun: Heinſius. Sacr. Exercit, a 
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. with > thou Ghoſt, not in the way 


of immenſion, but of uon. For, they were 
not dipped into the Holy Ghoſt, but the Ho- 


ly Ghoſt was poured out upon them. Once 5 
more; we read Cu], that a certain Phariſee, 
who er Chriſt to dine with him, mar- 
. pellad that he bad not firſt waſbed ſo] ere 


„ te dinner. Surely, his waſhing cannot mean 


_ immerſing his body all over; as there is no 
room here to pretend, that Cbriſt was now = 
r come from market, or any court of judi- 
4 Alem, which might render it neceſſary 
to immerſe! himſelf in water according to 
a che ſuperſtition of the Phariſees [p].“ And 

yet in the original it is the very ſame word for 
«wa/bed, that is uſed in ſpeaking of Chriſt be- 


3 ing baptized by Fobn. How then doth. it ap- 


pear, that Cbrilt himſelf was dipped? Why, 
we are told [q}, ©** Chriſt, when he was bap- 
: . tized by John in the river Jordan, went 
*.up firaitway out of the water, &c.” F rom 
Fi whence it is inferred: [r), that fince it is 
« ſaid, that he came out of the water, he 
« muſt firſt have gone down into it; muſt 
. have been in it, and was baptized in it; a 
, circumſtance ſtrongly 1 in favour of baptiſm 
* hy immerſion, Cc. Doth not this look 
wonderful plain and clear? And yet, it is all 
Sen upon a miſt ake, and the i — | 


Þ Luk. ii. 38. 18 Egeln, literally, baptized. 
See Dr. Gill. Divine Right of Infant-bapriſm ta- 


mined, &c. P- 96. 
[eg] Mat. iii. 16. = Cal Dr. Gill. comment. in =Y 


* 
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of our Engliſh verſion. Let us only hear 

: What Mr. Henry ſays upon the place; -« Chriſt 

having no fins to confeſs went up immedi- 
| C ately out of the water.; ſo we render it, but 

. not right; for, it is and Tov udarog, i. e. fron 
©« the water, from. the brink of the river, to 


a 


©, which be went down to be waſhed with wa. 


t ter, 7. e. to bave his bead, or face waſhed ; 
** (Fobn-xiii, 9) for, here is no mention of 
e the putting off, or putting on his*cloaths, 
© which circumſtance would not have been | 
c omitted, if he had been baptized naked 5 
If this remark on the Greek phraſe is not quite 
new; it Was worth repeating ; for it ſeems to 
be a fair Criticiſm, and not any wretched 
Hit, as Mr. Rees is pleaſed to call it. But 
it is really a wretched conſtruclion, which 
991 * others [7] pat 998 the words of St. 
„ . 


\ 


* Ur. "IH Epi on Mat. ili. 88 
[Le] Rees. a ft to Walker, p. 127. Leach: anſwer to 
Owen, p. 23, 320. Plain account of the ſatred ordin. of bap- 
55 p. 31. Burroughs's two diſcourſes on poſitive inſtituti- 
ons, p. 28. This laſt named author ſays (Defence of two 
diſcourſes, &c. p. 31.) © If 2 vd Iepc einn does not mean in- 
had Toda car} is the meaning of 216 79 US og, when 
applied to Philip, and the Eunuch?“ Why, if it mean 7x0 - 
the water, this will neither determine the meaning of that 
other phraſe, nor neceſſarily conclude for dippin , 5 lays 
he (ib, p. 26.) There is no accounting for Fach words as 
 _ «« theſe, [going down both into the water, Los ptizing there, and 
© then coming up out of the wwater.” Acts viii. 38, 39. ] that is, 
upon any other ſuppoſition, either of ſprinkling or pouring. 
And yt, unleſs the word baptize, of itſelf neceſſarily means 
N . dipping, 


. 
Mark ¶ b W. en they M. | 
; oh ba ized Chi 925 dan [W]. 112 
the "tte of Seri lite, k this would ghify, 

b 5 t Jebn made. bim 2 45 erp le of Jordan 151 | 


per "meaning If the Sree pbrafe'ss, at = 
45 an ; 5 E place, where John 1 


Hat 
mere ü 5 
lie ad 

"© | 


ke as & | 
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DIP PING: 


3 Not the only SCRIPTURAL and PriMrTivE 


Manner of Baptizing. 


And ſuppoſing it were, yet a ſtrict Adherence * 


not obligatory on us. 
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PEDO-BAPTISM: 


5 5 Or, A Defence of lnfant- baptiſm in Point : 


of Antiquity, | 
Againſt the Exceptions of Dr. Jonx Sun. 


and others. 
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PE PDO- BAPT! 3M. DEFENDED: 
© * The Antiquity of Infant - baptiſm further 


maintained. 
In Anſwer to Dr. G11.1's Reply, entitled, _ 
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